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CURRENT TOPICS. 
THE SUGGESTION, insinuated rather than expressed by 


-questions asked in the House of Commons,, but more 


boldly asserted by “ A Member of the Bar” in a letter 
to a contemporary, that Sir Henry James, in moving for 
a committee on foreign loans, was really acting in the 
interest and on behalf of clients, may be. dismissed 
as ridiculous; but the discussion will do good if at- 
tention is drawn by it to the sweeping terms.of the 
resolution passed by the House of Commons in 1858, 
that “it is contrary to the usage and derogatory 
to the dignity of this House that any of its members 
should bring forward, promote, or advocate, in this 
House, any proceeding or measure in which he. may have 
acted or been concerned, for or in consideration of any 
pecuniary fee or reward.” With the principle of this 
resolution every one must agree. It would he. prepos- 
terous to convert the Legislature into a court. of final 
appeal for suitors in the courts of law; it would be de- 
grading to the legal members of the Legislature to per- 
mit their conduct in that capacity to be influenced 
by professional motives. But would not these con. 
siderations suffice to prevent the evil aimed at without 
the necessity for an express resolution? As a matter of 
fact, we believe that before the passing of the resolu- 
tion referred to the rule was almost universally, acted 
upon that where a barrister was actually retained in 
proceedings before a court on behalf of a person or-body 
of persons whose claims or cases were discussed in 
the House of Commons, he should abstain from 
speaking or voting on the question. The matter 
would have been left in this position but that in 
1858 an accusation was brought (untruly as. it ap- 
peared from the report of the select committee) against 
a legal member of having entered into an agreement 
with an Indian prince for a sum of money to advocate 
his claims in the tiouse. About the same time it was 
stated on the authority of a late chairman of the East 
India Company that it was believed in India that the 
servicesof members could be purchased, and Mr. Roebuck 
took the opportunity of giving to the House a vivid narra- 
tive of an interview with the representative of an Indian 
princess who had endeavoured to bribe him to advocate 
her cause in Parliament. A sort of panic arose, and 
the House rather hastily passed the resolution to which 
we have referred, which shuts out a lawyer member from 
the deliberations of the House on any question upon 
which he has advised, at however distant a period, and 
even, if strictly construed, prevents the law officers of 
the Crown from intervening in a debate on subjects upon 
which they have been consulted by the Government. 
The result is that the House on intricate questions may 
be deprived of the advice of members specially competent 
to discuss them. Suppose, for instance, a question to 
arise of the nature of that recently raised with reference 
to the Tipperary election—is itto be competent for one or 
other of the parties interested to gag the leading lawyers 
in the House by previously consulting them professionally 





/on the matter? That would bea:public misfortune, but: 


it is surely a still greater calamity if the tone.of feeling: 
among the lawyers in the House is really-sueh as to re- 
quire the retention of a resolution originally: passed! to 
enlighten Indian princes as to the obligations of a British 
legislator. 





WE ABE NOT suRPRIsED that Sir W. Fraser’s motion on 
Tuesday last “that the law relating to slander requires 
amendment’’ met with no encouragement from the 
Attorney-General, who gave the best of all possible 
answers to the motion when he remarked “that if any 
alteration were made, it would be difficult to lay down 
proper limits.” At the same time Sir. W. Fraser hag 
done good service in calling attention, not only to ourown 
law (upon which we will speak presently), but to the law 
of France and Germany as to libelling the dead. Thus 
it appears that the law of Germany on the subject is, 
that “ whoever slanders the memory of a person deceased 
by stating a fact which would have lowered the deceased’ 
in public esteem if stated in his lifetime shall be punished 
with imprisonment not exceeding six months; if with 
extenuating circumstances a fine may be adjudged. The 
prosecution can only be instituted by the parents, the 
children, the husband, or the wife of the deceased” 
(German Criminal Code, 1870, s. 189). This is posterior 
in date to the decision of the French Court of Cassation 
in 1866 that “the 13th article of the law of the 17th 
of May, 1819, applies to calumny on the dead as well 
as the living,” the penalty being imprisonment for not 
more than a year or a fine of not more than 2,000 franes, 
or both. Sir W. Fraser’s wish, we presume, is not to 
make defamation of the dead actionable, but indictable 
in every case where it would have been actionable if the 
libelled person had lived. But is not this, theoretically 
at least, the case at present? Our criminal law punishes 
libels on the dead upon the same principle as libels on 
the living; they are indictable misdemeanours because 
they tend to provoke a breach of the peace. (See R. v. 
Topham, 4 T. R. 128, per Lord Kenyon, C.J.) Every 
person is taken to know the consequences of his own acts, 
and though the motive of the libeller may not have been 
to provoke a breach of the peace, but to make gain by the 
libel, yet, if the natural result of the libel would be to 
provoke a breach of the peace, an indictment would lie. 
In the case De Libellis Famosis (5 Coke, 125), Lord Coke 
says, “If the libel be against a private man it deserves a 
severe punishment, for although the libel be made 
against one, yet it incites all of the same family to a 
breach of the peace,” and “although the private man be 
dead, yet it is punishable, for it stirs up others of the 
same family to revenge, and to break the peace.” In 
R. v. Topham the judgment was arrested because the 
indictment had not stated that the object of the defend- 
ant was to provoke a breach of the peace. Such an 
allegation, which is implied but not expressed in modern 
indictments for libel on the living, would have to be ex- 
pressed in an indictment for libel on the dead; and this, 
it appears, would be the only difference between the 
two. 





A sHorT BILL has been introduced, bearing the names 
of Sir Eardley Wilmot and Mr. Staveley Hill, Q.C., which 
proposes to deal another blow to the exceptional privilege 
hitherto enjoyed by the Lord Mayor’s Court under the 
name of jthe custom of foreign attachment. Under 
that custom upon a mere affidavit being made by a 
plaintiff in that court of a debt over which the court 
has jurisdiction being due to him from a defendant, the 
plaintiff has been hitherto allowed to attach any moneys 
or goods belonging to the defendant which might be 
“found” within the jurisdiction, ¢.¢., within the city of 
London; and this attachment could only be dissolved by 
the defendant's paying into court sufficient to cover the 
debt and costs, giving bail in double the amount claimed, 
or rendering himself to prison. In the latter case he 
would be kept in custody until after judgment, when, 
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until the abolition of imprisonment for debt in 1870, he 
might have been taken on a ca. sa. 

It is obvious how potent an instrument is such a 
jurisdiction, and until curbed by the judgment in the 
well-known case of Cox v. The Lord Mayor of London 
(16 W. R. 44, L. R. 2 H. L. 239) the city made vigorous 
efforts to extend the custom. By that decision, as followed 
in numerous later cases, it has been determined that to give 
the Lord Mayor’s Court jurisdiction the plaintiff's debt 
must have arisen within the jurisdiction, and that where 
this was not soa stranger might always move in the 
superior courts for a prohibition to the Mayor’s Court 
against a usurpation of jurisdiction. This was the 
first shock sustained by the custom. Then came the 
Debtors Act, 1869, by which again its efficacy was 
diminished. For although in section 29 of that Act, 
which abolished arrest upon mesne process, an exception 
was made in favour of the custom of foreign attachment, 
it was decided by the Court of Queen’s Bench in the 
case of In re Williams (L. R. 8 Q. B. 107, noticed 17 
S. J. 440) that this did not authorize the detention of 
the defendant after judgment. To dissolve the attach- 
ment, however, it has still been necessary that he should 
surrender or give bail. The new Bill provides by its 
solitary section that “A defendant in any action in any 
court against whom the plaintiff proceeds by foreign 
attachment may, instead of rendering himself to prison 
or giving bail, appear to the action in the same way as 
he might appear if served with the ordinary process of 
the court, and such appearance shall, without any further 
proceedings, put an end to the foreign attachment.” 

It is difficult to see any solid reason for retaining in 
favour of a local and inferior tribunal a privilege so liable 
to abuse when it has been deliberately denied to the 
superior courts. The late Mr. Justice Willes, in his 
celebrated opinion on the case of Coxv. The Mayor of 
London, referring to the Common Law Procedure Acts, 
as to which he spoke with peculiar authority, stated 
“there is good reason to believe that the Legislature ad- 
visedly abstained from adopting foreign attachment upon 
mesne process as being a retrograde step towards im- 
prisonment for debt before judgmentin caseswhere the debt 
was disputed.” The question, indeed, may well be asked 
whether, if there is to be legislation on the subject at all, 
it should not be more thorough, end go to the extent of 
abolishing the custom of foreign attachment altogether. 
The effect of the present Bill, if passed, will be to retain 
the proceedings by way of foreign attachment as a sub- 
stitute for service of process. Those proceedings are not 
akin to service of process; they are taken behind the 
back of the alleged debtor, and offer great opportunities 
for collusion between the plaintiff aud the garnishee. 
Why should not the Lord Mayor’s Court be satisfied 
with the same form of proceedings upon service of pro- 
cess or notice in lieu thereof which has been deemed 
sufficient by the Legislature in the case of the superior 
courts 7 





An atrempt has been recently made in India to create 
a monopoly for the authorized law reports in the respec- 
tive Presidencies. By the 2nd section of Act 2 of the 
present year every judgment of a High Court in India, 
whether delivered by a judge sitting alone, or by a 
divisional court, or by a full bench, is to have the same 
authority in all subordinate courts beyond the limits of 
the appellate jurisdiction of such High Court as, inde- 
pendently of the Act, it would have within such limits. 
By the 3rd section it is provided that “no court shall be 
bound to hear cited, or shall receive or treat as an 
authority binding upon it, the report of any case decided 
by any of the High Courts other than a report published 
under the authority of the Governor-General in Council.” 
A correspondent of the Madras Jurist states that this 
Act has been passed in the face of strong remonstrances 
from nearly all the judicial departments, and also from 
several of the judges of the High Courts. He foretells that 
it will prove a dead letter, since it will be impossible to 





prevent the various newspapers and legal periodicals. 
from printing copies of judgments, or to hinder these 
from being consulted, and he quotes a remark recently 
made by Mr. Justice Innes, of the Madras High Court, 
“that the evil aimed at will not in the least degree be 
diminished if other reports are still sold and consulted, 
and, though not publicly quoted, still used as guides to 
a decision.” It would be interesting to know what 
arrangements have been made as to the editing of the 
quotable reports. According to a proposal circulated by 
the Government of India in 1863 this was to be confided 
to a “central editor,” who was to decide what cases 
should be reported; but every judge of the High Courts 
was to have the power of forbidding the publication of 
any case before him which he might deem unfit to be 
made into a precedent, and the full bench of any High 
Court was to be enabled to order the publication of a 
report of any case. Independently of inconvenience to. 
the profession, all these attempts to create a monopoly 
of law reporting lose sight of the important indirect 
effect on the judicial bench of the knowledge that their 
decisions will certainly become known to and criticised 
by the profession at large. 





THE Lorp CHaNcELLor, in introducing the new Judi- 
cature Act Amendment Bill, stated that he was not 
without hope that both it and the Judicature Act, 1873, 
might be brought into operation before the next Summer 
Assizes. It will be remembered that under the Act of 
last session the date of commencement of the Act of 
1873 was changed to the lst of November next, and 
clause 2 of the Bill just introduced also makes it commence 
at the same time. It will, therefore, be necessary, in 
order to carry out the Lord Chancellor's desire, not only 
to pass the new Amendment Bill through both Houses 
before July, but also, before that time, to pass another 
short Act altering the time of commencement of both 
Acts. It may probably be anticipated that the new sys- 
tem will not come into operation until after the Long 
Vacation. It is to be observed that the day originally 
fixed for the commencement of the Judicature Act, 1873, 
was the 2nd of November. As this has been departed 
from might it not be us well to introduce yet another 
change, and, as we have before suggested, make both 
measures take effect on the 24th of October, when the 
Long Vacation ends? It should be remembered that 
pleadings can be delivered after that day in actions 
already commenced, and the result of even a few days’ 
grace after the resumption of legul business may be to 
block up the courts with cases which, in spite of section 
22, it will probably be found necessary to continue under 
the old procedure. 








THE INTERMEDIATE COURT OF APPEAL. 


Tue course taken by the Lord Chancellor with respect to 
the Judicature Act Amendment Bill so nearly accords with 
the suggestions made by us last week (after, but in 
ignorance of, the fact,) that it would be hypercriticism in 
us to object on the ground merely that the 20th section 
of the Act of 1873 is not to be repealed, but only 
suspended for ayear; with, however, a very distinct in- 
timation of the intention of the Government, before the 
expiration of the period of suspension, to create a tribunal 
which shall be in fact, whatever may be the form, an 
Imperial Court of Last Appeal intended to supersede the 
functions as well of the House of Lords as of the Judicial 
Committee. The consideration of the question whe- 
ther the constitution of this court will or not be 
satisfactory may be safely postponed ; it is not probable 
that it will be identical with the proposition of the Bill 
lately withdrawn ; and so slight a variation of detail may 
make all the difference between good and bad, that no 
discussion upon general principles would be likely to 
be of any great use. The general principles upon which 
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guch a court ought to be formed have been repeatedly 
examined in these columns, and seem to have met with 

eral acceptance, and the point upon which alone we 
objected to the Lord Chancellor's former proposal, 
though very important, was confined within such narrow 
limits that we cannot assume its reappearance. 

The question of final appeal apart, the Bill now intro- 
ducsd is practically identical with the one withdrawn, 
except in two particulars—first, a material alteration in 
the constitution of the court of intermediate appeal; 
and secondly, that the new rules and forms are made 
part of the Act by a schedule, instead of being left to 
stand upon the authority of an order of court. As, 
however, the 16th section expressly makes these rules 
subject to alteration by the judges after the commence- 
ment of the Act, this alteration seems to be rather formal 
than substantial. The variation in the Court of Appeal 
isintended, we presume, to be consequential upon the 
limitation of its jurisdiction, though it is not very easy 
tosee why fewer judges should suffice to dispose of the 
same set of appeals subject to a further appeal than 
would have been required supposing their decisions to be 
fnal. Indeed, we should rather have supposed that con- 
venience would point the other way, because, in the 
case of an intermediate court, the advantage of rapidity 
of decision is greater, and the inconvenience of diversity 
of judicial opinion is much less, than in the case of a 
final court. Under the Act of 1873 the court of appeal 
thereby established was to consist, besides the five 
«officio judges therein named, and an indefinite 
number of “‘assistant’’ judges, of ‘not more than nine 
ordinary judges,’ who were in the first instance to consist 
of the Lords Justices of Appeal in Chancery, the four 
salaried members of the Judicial Committee, and 
three judges to be appointed not sooner than one 
month before the commencement of the Act, who were, 
in the Bill as originally introduced, to be selected from 
the puisne judges at common law, the framer of the Act 
having apparently been more anxious about the reduc- 
tion of the members of the common law bench than the 
efficiency of the court (intended to be) of final appeal. 
During the progress of that Bill through the House of 
Commons it was sofar altered that the Government was left 
unfettered in the selection of the three new appellate 
judges, and consequently the reduction of the common 
law bench was contingently postponed. The Bill of last 
session did not refer directly to this question, and the 
Bill introduced at the commencement of this session only 
dealt with it by providing that if any of the common law 
judges were among the first appellate judges appointed 
their places were to be filled up, so as to postpone the 
proposed reduction certainly. The present Bill, how- 
ever, reduces the nine ordinary judges to five, leaving two 
of the salaried privy councillors to continue to act 
upon the Judicial Committee (whose powers are, 
for the present, left intact), and reducing the 
number of new appointments from three to one. 
We fear, if this alteration be persevered in, that the 
proposed court will break down for want of sufficient 
strength. The Bill very properly provides that 
in all cases of appeal from decrees or final judgments 
three shall be a quorum of the court. Now as the at- 
tendance of the Lord Chancellor will still be required at 
the House of Lords, and the other ex officio judges are 
already fully occupied in the courts of first instance, the 
business of the court will practically devolve upon the 
five ordinary judges, who will have to dispose of all the 
appeals which at present come before the Courts of 
Appeal in Chancery and Exchequer Chamber, besides 
those which have hitherto gone to the Full Court of 
Divorce, to the Court of Admiralty on appeal from the 
county courts, and to the Privy Council on appeal from 
the Admiralty. As the five judges will not be able, 
unaided, to form two divisions sitting concurrently, and 
as the business of the first-mentioned court is sufficient 
by itself to occupy the entire time of one division, it is 
hot hard to see that the work thus thrown on the court 





cannot be efficiently performed. Whether it is hurried 
through, suffered to fall into arrear, or got through by 
frequent withdrawals of the ex officio judges from their 
proper duties (and no fourth course seems possible), the 
evil accruing seems to us far to exceed any possible ad- 
vantage to be derived from the limitation of number. 
Six judges could do the work with very little assistance ; 
five will be hopelessly overweighted by it; and it is 
surely the worst economy to injure the efficiency of the 
court and risk the practical failure of a valuable reform, 
for the sake of saving the salary of one judge. 








THE PATENTS BILL. 


Tue Bill for the amendment of the Patent Law will 
probably soon be read in the Lower House and it may be 
convenient to review shortly the objections that have 
been raised against it. 

Prominent among them has been the objection that a 
complete specification ought not to be required in the 
first instance, but that, as now, the inventor should be 
allowed to rest his claim on a provisional specification, 
which should be afterwards expanded at leisure. But 
that the objection seems to be made by the inventors 
themselves we should have thought that it rather pro- 
ceeded from the body of patent agents, for prima facie 
it would reasonably be supposed that less expense would 
be incurred by filing a full specification once for all than 
by multiplying the occasions on which a formal document 
has to be prepared and lodged. And in the case of a 
carefully considered and substantial patent we cannot 
but believe that this is so. The period which must now 
elapse between the first and the second specification 
cannot surely be required in the case of those patents 
which are the most valuable and deserving. An inventor 
may reasonably be- required to mature his design and to 
make all necessary experiments before he applies for 
protection ; if he has done so, there can be no great diffi- 
culty in giving a complete description. But if, as we 
rather suspect, the desire is to snap a priority for an inven- 
tion which has not yet been brought to maturity, we 
cannot think that any indulgence ought in the interest 
of the public to be extended to such a maneeuvre. With 
respect to any casual errors which may have crept in, the 
Bill affords ample provision for their rectification in the 
clause (22) which allows under careful regulations amend- 
ment by leave. More than this we do not conceive 
necessary; and upon the other hand, when it is con- 
sidered how often the difficulty is raised of a fatal dis- 
crepancy between the provisional and the final specifica- 
tion, inventors will have a clear advantage in being 
guarded against this source of danger. But a conclu- 
sive consideration on this point seems to be that the 
filing of a complete specification is essential to that car- 
dinal feature in the Bill, the preliminary examination of 
patents. If a full and effectual examination is to take 
place, it is essential that the examiners shall have before 
them the invention in the most perfect shape which the 
inventor cun give it, and that their work should not be 
rendered uncertain by the power of altering the thing 
their report upon which is to be the foundation of the 

rant. 
. It will be remembered that the scheme of the Bill is 
this. The examiners, aided by referees, having the 
documents before them, are to report upon the applica- 
tion; the law officer is to consider the report, with 
power, if he thinks jit, to hear the applicant; and is in 
his turn to report as to whether a patent should be 
allowed ; if he reports favourably, the warrant will, on 
notice to proceed by the applicant, be issued, subject 
to the right of any person to petition the Chancellor 
against its grant; if he reports unfavourably, the appli- 
cant may himself petition for the grant. Now, to the 
scheme of examination in general, there seems to be 
but little opposition. It must be admitted to be some- 
what of an experiment, and certainly, according to some 
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statistics from the United States, lately given in the 
Engineer, it would appear that the system of examina- 
tion isno great guarantee against the grant of invalid 
patents; for out of 212 reported patent suits in three 
years, fifty-three existing’ patents were declared void for 
want.of novelty. It is, however, to be observed that in 
the United States the applicant is the only person heard, 
and appeal exists only when the patent is refused ; 
whereas, by the provisions of the present Bill, any person 
is entitled to petition against the grant of a patent. 
But anyhow, this experiment inventors seem willing to 
try; the objections raised are rather objections of detail. 

In the first place, the objection is raised that the number 
of examiners is insufficient. The Bill provides for six; if 
more are found necessary their numbers can be increased, 
and if the principle of a preliminary examination is 
accepted, the-question of providing a sufficient staff is 
only one of detail, which may be left to experience; it 
would only become important if the machinery should 
become so large and cumbrous as to form in itself an 
objection fatal to the system. 

A claim is, however, made that the applicant for a 
patent shall have a right to be heard before the examiners 
and the law officer. This claim is entirely inconsistent 
with the scheme of the Bill, and would, we believe, if 
yielded to, be fatal to its efficiency. It would enormously 
increase the labour imposed on these officers, and the 
time which would have to be expended, and would at 
once compel a very large increase in the number of 
examiners. If, indeed, the decision on the report were 
final the demand would be reasonable, but the right of 
the applicant to petition for a grant, notwithstanding an 
adverse report, appears sufficiently to guard his rights. 
The law officer has the power to hear the applicant, but 
this power will, in all probability, only be exercised 
when the report of the examiners is such as to raise a 
doubt; in the ordinary course he will, no doubt, act 
u2on their finding. 

A more reasonable objection is raised to the publica- 
tion of the specification, which is by the Bill to take 
place immediately on the law officer making his report. 
We observe in a draft of a patent law for the German 
empire, which has been drawn up by the German 
Patent Protection Association, and which was lately 
printed in the columns of the Engineer, a provision that 
if the application is deemed by the Patent Board unsuit- 
able for a patent the applicant should be advised to 
withdraw it, and the specification is only to be published 
in the event of his electing to goon. This seems a fair 
protection to give to an inventor, who has, perhaps, 
struck upon a meritorious invention which he may be 
able to mature, but which through some error in 
design he has not brought into such a condition as to be 
a fit subject for a patent; and it may deserve considera- 
tion whether it should not be provided that the applicant 
should be furnished with a copy of the examiners’ report, 
with an option then to elect to proceed or to withdraw, 
the specification being published only in the former 
event. 

An objection is also raised to the power of limiting 
the patent to seven years; but, on the contrary, we think 
the power of doing this (as the Bill contemplates) ex- 
ceptionally a very valuable one. There are many 
patents, and those some of the most lucrative ones, 
which are the result of little thought, skill, or ex- 
penditure, and are of no important or permanent 
effect, but derive their value (and their profit) from 
the happy knack of meeting some common every-day 
want of the times. The inventor is entitled to the 
thanks of the public whose want he supplies; but if it 
become a question of protecting his interests by a 
privilegium, the public is also entitled to consider the 
amount of his profit and the rate at which he has ac- 
quired it. On the other hand, there are inventions 
which have required, not only the application of a high 
degree of talent and knowledge, but the expenditure of 
much time and perhaps of large sums of money; and 
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these inventions often relate to the largest and most im. 
portant interests, and are from their very magnitude, 
and the corresponding fewness of those whose approbation 
will give them currency, slow in making their way and 
bringing in a return. Seven years would probably give 
an ample remuneration for many of the first class; but 
on the other hand, with respect to the second class, we 
think it is with reason demanded that the powers now 
possessed by the Privy Council of granting prolongation 
beyond fourteen years should be continued, whether in 
that body or in some other is not material. This, we 
believe, would fully provide for all fair claims; and no 
reason can be given why the patent term of fourteen 
years should be extended, as some wish, to the odd 
number of seventeen years, which, for what reason we do 
not know, has been selected in the United States as the 
period for the duration of patents. 

Objection has also been taken to the 27th clause, by 
which a patent is liable to revocation after two years— 
(1) if the patentee fail to put the invention in practice, 
or make due efforts to secure its use or practice, “ proof 
of the contrary whereof shall lie on him;”’ (2) if, licences 
being necessary, the patentee refuse to grant them on 
reasonable terms. We must confess that the first con- 
dition appears somewhat unreasonable, and the second 
to apply a wrong remedy. It is hard to say what are 
“reasonable” efforts, and to an inventor whose poverty 
stands in the way of his carrying the patent into 
lucrative effect, it will not seem just that he should be 
deprived of his rights. On the other hand, the holder of 
such a privilege may be fairly required to do one of two 
things—either to work the patent himself, or to allow 
others to work it by licence on reasonable terms; and he 
has no right to complain if his inability to find means to 
test its value to the public affects those reasonable 
terms, and diminishes its value to him by the amount of 
risk which the capitalist to whom he transfers that risk 
has to assume. All that seems really necessary is, that 
the patentee should be compellable to grant licences on 
reasonable terms, which might either be enforced by a 
threatened forfeiture of the patent, or might more 
simply be granted direct by the Patent Office on his 
behalf on his refusal being shown, 

With respect to foreign patents, an objection is raised 
that an assignee of a patent should have the right to 
apply fora grant. This objection arises only from its 
not having been noticed that by the interpretation 
clause the word “patentee’’ includes the “ executors, 
administrators, and assigns” of the grantee of a patent; 
but it should perhaps be more clearly expressed to whom 
the 3rd sub-section of clause 20 limits the right to 
apply for a patent—the original grantee of the foreign 
patent or his assignee. 

In this notice we have confined ourselves to the points 
which seem to have attracted most attention, and to 
have excited most opposition. The general scheme of 
the Bill we assume to be well known to our readers ; and 
we need only say of the form of the Bill that it is, upon 
the whole, a most pleasing exception to the ordinary 
style of parliamentary drafting. 





Lord Selborne in replying to the toast of ‘‘ The Bench” ° 


at a dinner at Fishmongers’ Hall on Wednesday said— 
“Tt was well known that when in high office he had the 
heavy responsibility cast upon him of endeavouring to 
into effect measures which seemed to him to be ripe 
for legislation—not for an alteration in main principles 
but for the improvement, in accordance with those princi 
ples, of the judicature of the country, and from those mea 
sures he still hoped the nation would receive the greatest 
and the most lasting benefits, To him it seemed a. thing 
unendurable that measures of that im , and intro- 
duced by successive Governments, to the best of their 
jadgment, in accordance with what the country 
should be prostrated, not by mature wisdom, not by the 
Sag voice of the country, not by any public opinion, 
at by cliques and the intrigues of a party.” 
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Recent Becistans. 


EQUITY. 
Ingunctions To Enrorce Farmine Covenants. 
Musgrave v. Horner, M.R., 23 W. R. 125. 


In this case the defendant, on taking a lease, of moor 
Jand, had entered into a covenant which the: court 
interpreted as a covenant to lay the land down in grass 
during the first five years of the term, and to keep it in 
grass during the rest of the term. The first five years 
had long since expired, but the defendant had not laid 
down the land in grass. An injunction was sought to 
restrain him from using the ground as a place of public 
amusement, but was refused by the Master of the Rolls on 
various grounds, one being that the suit was not bond fide 
for the protection of the landlord’s property, and another 
being that there could not be a breach of a covenant to 
keep in grass that which had never been laid down in 
grass. As regards the latter reason it may, perhaps, with 
deference, be doubted whether the learned judge 
can have had in his mind the decision in Payne.v. Haine 
(16 M. & W. 541) that a covenant to keep and deliver up 
premises in good repair binds the tenant to put them 
into that condition. So it would seem that a covenant 
to keep land in grass might bind the tenant to lay it 
down in grass. It can hardly be the law, as the reasoning 
of the learned judge would appear to indicate, that by 
breaking one covenant a tenant relieves himself from 
another. Another ground of decision appears to be 
that a court of equity will not enforce by mandatory in- 
junction an affirmative covenant in a farming lease. 
Upon this point there is singularly little authority. 
‘There appears to be no instance of the granting of a 
‘mandatory injunction to compel a tenant to cultivate in 
the best modeof husbandry, in pursuance of his covenant ; 
‘but the court has frequently granted injunctions to re- 
strain acts of the tenant inconsistent with such a 
covenant entered into by him; and it is obvious that, if 
only a sufficient extension is given to this practice, nearly 
the same result may be achieved as by the issue of a 
positive injunction. The cases do not afford any con- 
sistent rule as to the point at which the interference of 
the court should cease. The Court of Exchequer, 
sitting in equity, seems, in Johnson v. CGolswaine (3 
Anst. 749), to have attempted to place the jurisdiction 
upon the ground of irreparable waste, and to limit the 
intervention of the court to cases of threatened injury of 
‘this kind. Mere breaches of contract, such as carrying 
off straw and manure, they refused to restrain. There 
are expressions in the judgment of the Master of the 
Rolls in the recent case which seem to indicate that he 
-also is inclined to regard this as the true rule; and, no 
doubt, inasmuch as a country jury is an infinitely 
better tribunal for the decision of questions of fact re- 
lating to breaches of agricultural covenants than a learned 
judge at Lincoln’s-inn, who does not know a swede from 
4common turnip, it would be very desirable that. the in- 
terposition of equity should be limited to cases where 
irreparable injury is threatened. But, although in 
Drury v. Molins (6 Ves. 328) and Pratt v. Brett (2 Mad. 
62) irreparable injury was about to be committed, in 
Geast v. Belfast (3 Anst. 749, note a), decided about the 
‘same time as Johnson v. Golswaine by the Master of the 
Rolls sitting for the Lord Chancellor, an injunction was 
granted to restrain a tenant from carrying off manure in 
Violation of an affirmative covenant to spend upon the 
premises all the hay and manure arising from them. And 
in Onslow v.—— (16 Ves. 173),a tenant from year toyear 
was restrained from taking away, inter alia, crops and 
manure contrary to the implied affirmative stipulation 
in his contract to farm according to the custom of the 
country, ‘he subject of the limits and basis of the in- 
terference of the Court of Chancery in this class of cases 
“ppears to stand in much need of exposition by a modern 
“ourt of appeal. 








Rebhtews. 


NEGLIGENCE. 


A Treatise on THE Law or Neciicence. By Francis 
Wuarroyn, LL.D. Philadelphia: Kay & Brother. 
London : Sampson Low & Co. 


We seldom open an American text-book without 
wishing that it were as accurate and consistent as it is. 
copious, ingenious, and acute. The excellent work now 
before us exhibits the latter qualities in so high a degree 
that its deficiency in the former is the more to be re- 
gretted. That deficiency is not, indeed, great or glaring, 
nor, as may be inferred from what we have already said, 
is it the result of any want of capacity on the part of 
the writer; but yet it is enough not to need much 
searching for, and seems to spring from somewhat too 
great an indulgence in original speculation and an undue 
effort after effect. It also springs in part from another 
source. The author’s leading principle is that the 
English law on negligence is founded on that of Rome, 
and he not only prefixes to his work a very interesting 
review of the law of negligence as exhibited in the 
Roman system, and its fate and history in the hands of 
the scholastic and the more recent commentators, but 
throughout the work he endeavours, with such scanty 
success as might be expected, to make the rules and ex- 
pressions of the Roman law the test of legal liability in 
our own system. But however true it may be that the 
English law, in its earlier period, borrowed some phrases, 
since mostly discarded, from the Roman lawyers, nothing 
is more certain than that, in its general course, the law 
of negligence has been formed during the last fifty years 
(which nearly comprise its history) in almost entire in- 
dependence of the Roman law; and it is equally certain 
that, not only has the phraseology of Roman law been 
abandoned, but the resfilts reached are such as cannot 
be properly expressed in the terms of that system. It is 
really very idle to attempt to resuscitate the extinct 
paterfamilias in order to substitute him for the very 
well-known man of ordinary prudence, who is the ideal 
of conduct with us, and it is equally useless and mislead- 
ing to try to bring back the ill-considered distinction of 
the culpa lata and levis of the Roman law, which even in 
Hasse’s elaborate and masterly dissertation is full of 
obscurity, in place of the simple proposition of English 
law that negligence, to be actionable, must be the neglect 
of due care, and that due care is that which, under the 
circumstances of the case, may be reasonably expected 
to be exercised on his behalf by the person who complains 
of the consequences of its absence. The Latin expression 
is one which defines the amount of care demanded by 
the amount of blame attaching to its omission ; it, there- 
fore, is cumbrous and misleading, and is at best obscure 
and indefinite. On the other hand we cannot see that 
any advantage results from the author's attempt to 
found his system on that of the Romans ; it is an attempt 
which breaks down at every step, but it fortunately 
leaves the structure of the treatise pretty much as it 
would have been if it had been written without any 
reference to the diligens paterfamilias and the Roman 
degrees of blame. 

The lst book (occupying nearly half the volume) 
deals with the genersl aspect of the subject, and dis- 
cusses in the lst and 2nd chapters the nature and de- 
grees of negligence (the 2nd chapter being, as may be 
guessed, very Roman in its colour); in the 3rd chapter 
(which is excellently well written) the nature of the 
“causal connection” between the negligence and the 
injury required to render the negligence actionable; in 
the 4th chapter the liability of a master for his servant ; 
in the 5th that of a master ¢o his servant; in the 6th, 7th, 
and 8th that of municipal and private corporations, and 
of public officers ; in the 9th the question of contributory 
negligence; in the 10th the defence of ignorance; and 
in the 11th the provinces of the court and the jury. 
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The whole of this is, very well done, especially that 
which deals with causal connettioh,; to which we would 
direct our readers’ careful attention: we could, in- 
deed, have spared most of the 2nd chapter, but 
where not useful it is at least interesting, and 
throughout this Book the discussion of principles, 
though not such as we can always agree to, is always 
acute and suggestive. The chapter on contributory 
negligence is perhaps the least perfect; but we quote 
from it a passage to which we do not see any substantial 
answer. Speaking of a certain class of English decisions 
the author pungently says, “The English law on this 
point presents an extraordinary contrast. On the one 
side it is held that the negligence of a person having 
charge of a young child is the negligence of the child 
and imputable to the child, and that there is no redress 
if the child is negligently run over. On the other side 
it is held that though oysters are negligently placed in a 
river bed it is an injury redressible by damages for a 
vessel to negligently disturb them. The child, were he 
an oyster, would be protected; but as a child, under 
analogous circuinstances of neglect, he is without redress.” 
It should be added, with respect to this 1st book, that 
the right to a place in it of the chapter on the liability of 
a master ¢o his servant is doubtful: the relation of master 
and servant in this respect is a special relation existing 
between the parties to the cause, and qualifying their 
legal rights and liabilities, which rather belongs to the 
special matier treated of in the 2nd and 3rd books, 

These two books, which occupy the rest of the treatise, 
are respectively on “ Negligence in duties based on con- 
tract”’ and “ Negligence in discharge of duties not based 
on contract”—the reason for the difference in phrase- 
ology we do not understand. They deal with special 
contractual and non-contractual relations in which negli- 
gence may exist, and it isin this part that the reader will 
find the most immediately practical sources of informa- 
tion. To review them in detail would be impossible, but 
Wwe may say generally that, with some inaccuracies, the 
book is full of useful information. No one will implicitly 
trust any text-book unless he wishes to be misled, but 
one who knows the proper use of such works will find 
Dr. Wharton’s book a very valuable book of reference, 
and will, if he has leisure to read it, find it a most agree- 
able and instructive companion. 


STAMP DUTIES. 


cHE Sramp Deties anv or THE Jupicran Dect- 
SHOWING THE Speciat Exemptions, &c. 

With Notes. By Gvatrer C. Grirritu, Barrister-at- 

Law. Seventh Edition. Vacher & Sons. 

It appears from a list given in this book that there 
are 117 statutes at present in force imposing or regulating 
stamp duties, exclusive of Acts merely conferring special 
exemptions or Acts requiring fees to be collected by 
means of stamps. And Mr. Griffith remarks that since 
the passing of the Stamp Act of 1870 no fewer than 
fifteen Acts affecting the stamp laws have been passed. 
It is obvious, therefore, that the necessity for a guide 
through the legislative complications of the subject has 
not been superseded by the Consolidation Act of 1870. 
So far as we have been able to test the new edition of 
this digest we have found it complete and reliable. Mr. 
Griffith appears to have done his work with care and 
discretion, and the result is a very compact and handy 
compendium of the stamp laws. For the benefit of those 
of our readers who have not had experience of 
former editions we may explain that in addition 
to much other matter of practical utility the book con- 


A Dreesto 


THEREON : 


SIONS 





tains the Stamp Act of 1870, printed in full, with notes 
appended ; followed by the Acts relating to probate and ! 
succession duty, a reprint of the sections of statutes con- | 
taining special exemptions from stamp duties, and a 
digest of judicial decisions affecting these duties. This 
last head has been re-arranged by Mr. Griffith, and it | 
now presents, with commendable brevity, yet, in the cases ' 


| 
| 
| 
| 
i 


we have examined, with care and accuracy, the effect of 
the decisions.” It may, perhaps, be suggested that a re. 
ference in the index to the subject of each of the cases 
digested and a system of cross references between the 
digest and the statutes might be added with advantage. 








Pending Heqislation. 


JUDICATURE ACT AMENDMENT BILL. 


We summarized, ante, p. 314, the provisions of the 
measure for which this is a substitute, and we need not 
do more now than point out the alterations which have 
been effected in the new Bill. 

The first change occurs in clause 2, which now pro- 
vides that sections 20, 21, and 55 of the principal Act, 
prohibiting appeals to the Lords, and relating to the 
transfer of the jurisdiction of the Judicial Committee, 
shall not come into operation until the 1st of November, 
1876, and that until those sections come into operation 
appeals may be brought to the House of Lords from any 
judgment or order of the court of appeal. By clause 4 
that court is to be composed of five ex-officio judges— 
viz., the Lord Chancellor, the Chief Justice of England, 
the Master of the Rolls, the Chief Justice of the Common 
Pleas, and the Chief Baron—and not exceeding five ordi-. 
nary judges.. The first ordinary judges are to be the 
Lords Justices, two of the salaried judges of the Judi- 
cial Committee, and another judge to be appointed by 
letters patent. The ordinary judges are to be styled 
Lords Justices of Appeal. The two salaried judges of 
the Judicial Committee are still, so far as the business 
before the court of appeal will admit, to attend the sit- 
tings of the Judicial Committee. Every appeal to the 
court of appeal the subject-matter of which is a final 
order, decree, or judgment, is to be heard before not less 
than three judges of the court sitting together; orif the 
subject-matter is an interlocutory order, judgment, or 
decree, before not less than two judges sitting together. 
The court is empowered to determine doubts as to whe- 
ther the subject-matter is final or interlocutory. Sub- 
ject to this provision the court of appeal may sit in two 
divisions at the same time. 

The questionable regulations of the previous Bill with 
reference to barristers and attorneys are omitted, with the 
exception of the formal clause altering the name of the 
registrar of attorneys and solicitors into the registrar of 
solicitors, and enabling the three chiefs of the common 
law courts, or any two of them, to adapt any enactments 
relating to attorneys to solicitors of the supreme court. 

We drew attention some little time ago to the “ termly 
allowance ” of £10 for every term to the second judge of 
the Queen’s Bench. By clause 28 this sum and also the 
annual sum of £10 payable to the Queen’s coroner and 
attorney are to cease to be payable, as heretofore, out 
of moneys received by the latter official; but during the 
lives of the present second judge and Queen’s coroner are 
to be paid out of the Consolidated Fund. By clause 29 the 
office of secretary to the visitors of lunatics is abolished. 

The consolidated rules form a bulky schedule of 168 
pages to the Bill. By clause 16 they may be annulled 
and altered by the authority by which new rules of 
court may be made after the commencement of the Act. 





—C————CCS———s 


We have recorded elsewhere the deaths at remarkably 
advanced ages of Mr. Brodrick and Mr. James Burton, 
who might be termed the fathers of the profession, and 
who have both passed away within a few days of each 
other, as they both began practice at nearly the same 
time, almost at the beginning of the present century. 
Mr. Brodrick first took ont his certificate in 1805, and 
joined the firm of Bell & Brodrick, of which under various 


, changes he remained # member till his retirement a few 
years since. Mr. Burton took out his certificate in 1898, 
and practised many years in (Jacen-square, and Vowis- 
place, Bloomsbury, 
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Pautes. 


THE QUESTION as to the power of the Court of Bank- 
yuptcy to order a fresh first meeting of creditors under a 
liquidation petition to be summoned, was brought before the 
Court of Appeal yesterday in Ex parte Gibbs, on appeal 
frow a decision of Mr. Registrar Murray. A debtor filed a 
liquidation petition and the creditors at their first meeting 
wesolved upon a liquidation, but registration of the resolu- 
tions was refused, on the ground that the whole proceedings 
were invalid because the debtor had not in his statement 
distinguished between his joint and separate assets and 
liabilities, this omission, according to the decision of the 
Chief Judge in Ex parte Cockayne (21 W. R. 749, L. R. 16 
Eq. 218), being a fatal objection. Thereupon the debtor 
applied to the court for a direction that a fresh first meet- 
ing should be summoned, and an order to that effect was 
made, Upon the appeal of an opposing creditor it was con- 
tended that the Act and the rules give the court no power 
under any circumstances to order a fresh first meeting to be 
summoned. Mellish, L.J., however, held that the registrar’s 
decision was right. He said that he entirely agreed with 
what was said by James, L.J., in Lx parte Cobb (21 W. R. 
477, L. R. 8 Ch. 727), that, if the opinion of the creditors 
had been validly taken at the first meeting, the court would 
have no power to direct a fresh meeting to be summoned, 
for in such a case the matter would have been already 
determined by the creditors. But if, by reason of some ac- 
cidental mistake on the part of the debtor, the requirements 
of the Act and the rules had not been complied with, 
and it was therefore impossible that any valid resolution 
‘could be passed under the petition, then his lordehip thought 
that, upon the fair construction of the Act and the rules, 
the court had a discretion to say whether a fresh meeting 
should be called or not. In the present case the debtor’s 
statement was defective in one respect, and, unless that 
statement was amended, it was impossible that the cred- 
itors could pass any valid resolution. When this objec- 
tion to the statement was made at the meeting its 
validity ought to have been at once admitted, and the 
opinion of the creditors ought to have been taken whether 
the debtor should be allowed to amend his statement or 
not. If the majority of the creditors had so resolved, the 
meeting could have been adjourned for this purpose. If 
the majority had refused to sanction this, then the re- 
gistrar ought not to have directed a fresh meeting to be 
called, for in such a case the creditors would in effect 
have shown that they did not wish to have a liquidation 
by arrangement or a composition, Bat in the actual 
state of things the creditors had had no opportunity 
of determining whether they preferred either of those 
alternatives to a bankruptcy, and his lordship thought 
that they ought to have that opportunity before the 
debtor was adjudicated a bankrupt. Of course, if the debtor 
had wilfully omitted to comply with the requirements of 
the Act or the rules, no fresh meeting ought to be sum- 
moned. But if, through some venial mistake, the debtor 
had failed to comply with those requirements, and the 
creditors had consequently been deprived of any opportu- 
nity of determining the question which the Act intended 
should be submitted to them, then his lordship thought 
that, upon a fair construction of the Act and the rules 
according to their spirit, sach an opportunity ought to be 
given to the creditors by directing a fresh meeting to be 
called. This decision appears to lay down a very plain 
and simple rule for the guidance of the registrars in future 
cases of the same kind. 





A SINGULAR CASE came before the magistrate at the 
Marylebone Police-court on Tuesday, in which a mother 
sought to bastardize her own children. The parties to the 
proceedings, who were nephew and aunt by the half-blood 
on the father’s side, and first cousins on the mother’s side, 
‘were married in February, 1871, and afterwards cohabited 
together as man and wife, two children being the issue of 
the connection. Disputes having arisen between them it 
Was 1 ontended for the wife (on an application by her 
Agair » father to contribute towards the maintenance 
of her children) that the marriage was void, as being 
within (he prohibited degrees of affinity, The magistrate 
said that before the passing of the Act 5 &6 Will. 4, 





c. 54, the marriage would have been a voidable one, and 
to set it aside proceedings must have been taken in the 
Ecclesiastical Court, but under that Act all marriages 
within the prohibited degrees of consanguinity or affinity 
were made absolutely null and void ad initio, The Act, 
therefore, rendered it necessary for him to decide in the 
first place whether the marriage in question was void, and 
whether the parties were within the prohibited degrees of 
consanguinity. Among the prohibited degrees were men- 
tioned the two following :—‘‘ A woman may not marry her 
brother’s son.” “A man may not marry his father’s 
sister.” In the present case the parties stood in that de- 
gree of relationship to each other by the half-blood, in 
addition to being first cousins of the whole blood. As 
first cousins their marriage was, of course, valid, but as 
aunt and nephew it was bad, if the half-blood ranked in 
the same degree as the whole blood under the prohibited 
degrees, and although the reasons for it, no doubt, were 
weaker, all the authorities went to show that in reckoning 
the degrees the half-blood made no difference. Conse- 
quently, the marriage in question, being between relatives 
in the third degree, was void. The case cited from Bacon’s 
Abridgment (Tit. Marriage [A]}), Oxenham et Uzor v. 
Gayre, was on all fours with the present case, reversing 
only the sexes of the parties. 





Tue ScortisH Journal of Jurisprudence has an article on 
a case of Dorward v. A. B., from which we abridge the 
following statement of the case, which seems to have raised 
an interesting question relating to the liability of law 
agents. The facts were that an agent had been employed 
to conduct a case, in which his client was the pursuer, in 
the Sheriff Court of Cupar, and haa conducted it up to the 
time when an adverse judgment was given by tbe sheriff- 
substitute. He failed, however, to give notice of this 
judgment to his client, who did not live in Cupar, and as 
the interlocutor was not appealed against it became final. 
An action was shortly afterwards brought against the 
agent, grounded upon this regleot of professional duty, 
claiming as damages the sum sued for in the original 
action. It was clearly proved that the right of appeal 
had been lost through the negligence of the agent. 
But then there arose the question— How is a right of appeal 
to be estimated in damages? A successful appeal, no 
doubt, would have given the pursuer what he sued for, 
and what in the present case he demanded from his agent. 
But an unsuccessful appeal would have involved him in 
loss. The neglect of his agent, highly improper as it was, 
might have resulted in actual gain to the client, inasmach 
as it might have put a stop at once to what otherwise would 
have been an expensive and fruitless course of litigation. 
The case came in the first instance before the sheriff-substi- 
tute, who had already decided against the pursuer in the 
original action, and could hardly be expected to consider the 
appeal from his own decision as likely to have proved s7c- 
cessful. Accordingly, atter reconsidering his judgment, he 
found “ That the pursuer has not established that, by the 
failure of the defender to let him know the result of the case, 
any loss has accrued to him, inasmuch as he has failed to 
prove that the appeal would have been likely to result in a 
decision in his favour.’’ The sheriff, although recalling the 
interlocutor of his substitute, and finding some damages 
due, agreed with him in thirking that it had not been 
proved that the appeal would have been beneficial to the 
purguer, and iu refusing to award damages for the loss of 
the right to appeal. But the ground upon which hejwent 
was somewhat different. While the sheriff-substitute re- 
viewed the original action, and satisfied himself in this 
way that an appeal would have entailed loss, not gain, to 
the pursuer, the sheriff really refused to consider the ori- 
ginal action at all. He said, “ No doubt the pursuer has 
failed to prove that an appeal would have been of acy 
benefit to him. Indeed the sheriff thinks it would have 
been impossible for the pursuer to do this. It cannot be 
determined with certainty whether the pursner’s claim 
against Sir Johu Bethune is well or ill founded, antil it is 
submitted to the highest tribunal of the country, Tae 
sheriff has not considered whether, in the case at the par- 
surer’s instance against Sir John Bethune, he would have 
arrived at a different conclusion from the sheriffsabstitute 
or not. He has read the proceedings in that proeesa, 
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which have been produced in the present case, and he ob- 
serves that the sheriff-substitute, in disposing of it, states 
poet ewe between the pursuer and Sir John was 
one Of difficulty.” 





MR. FITZJAMES STEPHEN, Q.C., ON THE 
FRAMING OF ACTS OF PARLIAMENT. 


In his evidence given on Monday last before the select 
committee of the House of Commons on the mode of 
drafting end framing Acts of Parliament, Mr. Stephen 
is reported by the Standard to have said that, as to the con- 
solidation of Acts of Parliament the kind of alteration 
which should be made could be illustrated by reference to 
the law of evidence. There had been a great change in 
that law during recent years, a current of public feeling 
having been at work, which had been represented by the 
legislation with regard to oaths. At first it was universally 
sibibowledged that they must never dispense with the oath 
in taking evidence. It was dispensed with, however, in 
the case of Quakers, and then the case of Moravians was 
met, and then that of any one who had a — scruple, 
and then they got to dispensing with the oath in the case 
of any individual who did not recognize the religious 
feature of an cath. They could take the evidence of such 
a@ man as that without giving him the oath. A common 
lew principle, therefore, had been given up by the common 
law. The new principle could be expressed in effect in six 
or seven lines, and they could say with truth that those 
lines represented the effect of such and such Acts of Parlia- 
ment. In the same way there were many alterations which 
could be made in many Jaws which would greatly relieve 
the statute-book and render the law more simple, and, 
therefore, more easily understood. A great deal of this 
obscurity in the law had arisen from a notion people 
entertained that when a law was made it was final. The 
fact was, however, that all laws were fluctuating, and 
should be more or less altered according to the change in 
circumstances which took place from time to time. 

The Chairman.—A great many amendments are intro- 
duced into Bil!s, and a great many are given notice of. 





Would it not be advisable to appoint:a legal adviser who 

be on the spot to advise either House of Parliament 
as to what the «ffect of these amendments would be upon 
the Bill.as originally proposed, and upon the existing law? 


Mr. Stephen.—I think it would be of the greatest im- 
portance, but it is not for me, who never had the honour 
of @ seat in the House of Commons, to suggest an appoint- 
ment of this kind. If there was an office of this kind eon- 
stituted it would be better to have more than one person 
to refer to. The work would be too much for one, and if 
one were left to do it, it would in all probability be handed 
over to.subordinates. It would be impossible to say what 
the effect of alterations in Bills in committee would be unless 
there were plenty of time for reference and consideration, 
and I cannot conceal from myself the fact that there is some 
degree of conflict between the independence of Parliament, 
on the one hand, and the solidity of legislation on the 
other. You must be content, more or less, to sacrifice the 
one or the other. 

By Mr. Forsyth.—Before he left India he introduced.a 
Corsolidation Act, which applied to the whole of India. 
It wou d be scarcely worth while, he considered, to refer 
amendments to an officer of the kind which had been men- 
tioved except under certain circumstances, If, as soon as 
the amendments came before the House, they were rejected 
by a large majority, the work of revision by the officer 
would be and simply wasted labour. There were 
many bills which were extremely important, but there 
were others which were very short, and which would 
require very little reference. It would not be difficult, he 
should think, to select the Bills which should be referred. 
He would recommend that to simplify the law they should 
have Consolidation Bills introduced, snd against each 
section when printed there should be put a reference from 
whence it came, and a statement as to whether it altered 
the existing law. He would pose that where alterations 
were notified it should be said, ‘This section was inserted 
to meet the care of so and so,” and in another place, “ This 
section consolidates the following provisions,” de 

The Attorney-General—In your opinion has the style 
of Acts of Parliament improved during the last four or five 





years ?—Yes. I think some of the suggestions in the draft 
of Mr. H. King have been in the right direction, but others 
I consider virtually have only reference to style. Drawi 
an Act of Parliament is very much like writing a book, 
You conceive your subject and draw it- out in your own 
mind as you think best. I do not think any rules could be 
laid down to:guide the drawing of a Bill. 

‘An Hon. Member.—Supposing that a plan for consolida- 
tion was carried out what should be done to prevent the 


recurrence of old grievances?—As long as you have laws. 


you will always have to revise them. I do not think Acts 
of Parliament under ordinary circumstances ought to last 
more than a generation. They should be re-enacted and 
have their language changed. 








CONTEMPT OF COURT IN THE UNITED 
STATES. 


AN opinion bas found frequent and prominent expression 
of late that we have heard a great deal too much of the 
doctrine ‘of contempt of court within the last ‘twelve 
months, and that some of its applications are becoming in- 


tolerdble. Our American friends, vigilant guardians of’ 


liberty, have not been slow to remark the development of 
the personal and unregulated authority of our judges, and 
once or‘twice the remark has been heard that this and 
that would not have been submitted to in ‘the States.” 
A case that has just excited considerable interest at Chicago 
shows, however, that contempt of court is an offence not 
to be committed with impunity even in the American 
Union. A gentleman named Storey, editor and proprietor 
of the Chicago Times, who seems to have but few friends, 
many enemies, and more readers, has the credit, whether 
justly or unjustly ascribed, of producing the most vituper- 
ative and scandalous newspaper in the New World. In 
the course of his editorial labours he lately published some 
reflections which led the grand jury to find true bills 
against him upon four indictments. Hereupon Mr. Storey 
turned his attention to the character of grand juries in 
general, and this grand jury of Chicago in particular. He 
found upon strict inquiry that the grand jury which put 
him in jeopardy was ‘‘ acting in the interests of the rascally 
element that controls the city.” He followed up this dis. 
covery by an analysis of the personal composition of the 
jury, dealing with the names of its members singly—as 

im, Fred, Abe—and ironically assuring his readers as to 
each that he had not been guilty of particular degrading 
offences, but that “their social relations are high, and 
their private lives pure.” In a subsequent article he said 


that ‘‘ the grand jury had been made an agency for screen-- 


ing offenders from punishment.” These reflections were 
brought to the notice of the court by the jury itself, which 
claimed protection, and Mr. Justice Williams, who pre- 
sided, issued his warrant for Storey’s arrest. Storey was 
bronght before him, and it cannot be said that the proceed- 
ings were rash and hasty, for the judge’s decision upon the 
charge of contempt occupies five columns of small type 
in the Chicago newspapers. Storey was sentenced to 
imprisonment for ten days. His counsel prayed an 
appea), and were ready with bail, but Justice Williams 
was inexorable, and the prisoner was taken off to gaol. 
His counsel, however, took the train and applied to 4 
superior court for a supersedeas, and before the day closed 
Storey was liberated on bail in pursuance of an order 
from Judge McAllister, of the Supreme Court, who de- 
cided that contempt of court was a bailable offence. The 
case will be heard on its merits before the full bench in 
September next. In the meantime, it is instructive to re- 
mark the intense and unanimous dislike which even those 
who hold Storey’s ideas of editorship most in abhorrence 
express’of the arbitrary and summary method of “ con- 
tempt.” ‘Some of the best conducted journals are saying 
that Judge Williame’s-sentence is an outrage on the legal 
rights of the citizen, and that if Storey’s comments on the 
grand jury were unjuat, which isa disputed question, he 
ought to have been proceeded against according to the 
formsof law. One journal declares that after publishing 
innemerable slanders and libels with impunity, the 
Chicago Times is punished for one of the truest statements 
itever made. In this way the whole affair has put om 
the character of & personal quarrel between the 
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jury and its accuser, and the court is made a party to the 
dispute instead of being the calm and disinterested arbiter 
of justice and right.—Daily News. 





TOUTS IN IRELAND. 


Tue Clonmel Chronicle contains the following report of an 
application to the chairman of quarter sessions in Tipperary :— 

At the present i sessions in the South Riding of 
Tipperary, Mr. Moriarty, solicitor, of Clonmel, on the 
retiring of the grand jury, addressed the learned chairman 
as follows:— 

May it please your worship,—In the interest of the pro- 
fession, and in furtherance of 4 movement in the county of 
Cork, and in the north portion of this county, to obtain an 
increased schedule of fees for practitioners in the county 
courts in Ireland, I beg to bring the following facts under 
your notice. Your worship cannot but be aware that'a great 

rtion of the civil bill business in this county is initiated 

a class of persons familiarly known as touts. It is very 
deplorable and very degrading that the profession should 
recognize such persons, or that they should be permitted to 
traffic on the credulity of the country people. 1 have some 
confidence that your worship will deal with them ina proper 
manner. There is a rule in your worship’s peor 4 a 
most useful rule, if strictly adhered to and followed—that is 
that your worship will not permit, or will not amend any 
mistake in a process filled by any one but an attorney, and 
no attorney ought to be a party to. an application to amend 
such processes. 

Chairman—I have always observed that rule, and will 
continue to do so. 

Mr. Moriarty—Very well, your worship ; if that rule is 
strictly enforced and the rule laid down in section 60 of the 
Civil Bill Act, 14& 15 Vict. c. 57, by which it is enacted that 
it should appear on the face of tre process that the residence 
of defendant is within the division of the county in which 
the civil bill is returned for hearing—what is objectionable 
in practice will be avoided. Now, in all cases of processes 
filled by the people to whom I have referred, it does not ap- 
pear that the defendant lives within the division, and in 
those cases I will ask your worship, when the case comes on, 
to niZ the process. Then, your worship, there is another 
abuse—the process servers fill the processes, although under 
rule 2 of the rules of 1851 they incur the penalty of dismis- 
sal for so doing. The result of all this is that the processes 
betray on their face the grossest ignoranee, and that actions 
are brought for ridiculous and fanciful wrongs. When the 
cases come on I will bring these matters more particularly 
under your notice, and I hope with advantage to the pro- 
fession and the suitors, 

Chairman—Mr. Moriarty, I am determined to enforce 
ang rules, and I will deal with them when they come be- 

ore me. 





RESTRAINING ORDERS IN BANKRUPTCY. 


Ar the recent Liverpool <Assizes Monday week the 
Liverpool Post says that when a case of Lumley v. Owen was 
called on, Mr. Herschell said the defendant had, on Saturday 
last, filed a petition for liquidation, and upon an ex parte 
affidavit of the debtor the registrar of the Manchester Count 

Court had made an order restraining any proceedings ti 

the 19th inst., the effect of which would be that all the 
expense of bringing the case here for trial would be thrown 
away. In his affidavit the debtor had said, ‘‘ I am advised, 
and believe, it is for the interest of my creditors that the 
action be stopped,” and upon this the registrar had made the 
order restraining the proceedings, The effect of that would 
be to postpone the case till the next assizes, and all the 
expense which had been incurred would be wasted. Nothing 
more monstrous could be conceived.—Mr, Justice Field : 
Can’t you go hefore the registrar and get the order rescinded 
so as to have the case properly dealt with ?—Mr, Herschell said 
he could not, because the registrar was in Manchester. —His 
lordship : It s:rikes me as a very extraordivary proceeding ; 
but are you prepared to run the risk of being committed 
if you go on f— Mr, Herschell: Personally Iam not much 
afraid, my lord.—His lordship: Well, are you prepared to 
indemnify me, because I dare not go on in the face of this 
order ?—Mr. Herschel! : Whether it goes on or not I ought 
to state these facts, because they ought to be publicly known. 





The defendant has been making offers to settle this case ; 
but those offers not being accepted, ‘he has taken’ this’course 
of filing a petition. It is a very great scandal. He may 
withdraw his petition to-morrow, and then-we are thrown 
over till the next assizes.—His lordship: Let it stand over, 
and then you will be able to consider what will be the best 
course ‘to adopt. The object of the section of theAct under 
which the order hasbeen made by the registrar was no doubt 
to protect a man’s estate-—Mr. Herschell said the assizes 
commenced on the 24th of March, and, for the purposes of 
the case, this was the 24th of March, so that if they tried 
it the verdict would be given before the order was made.— 
His lordship thought that would hardly be safe, but the 
matter was one worthy of Mr. Herschéll’s attention as a 

islator.—Mr. Herschell thought he should do more good 
by calling the attention of the court to it.—It was agreed 
that the case should stand over till next morning. 

On the following day his lordship asked if eres | 
more had been done in it.—Mr. Herschell said he 
considered the difficulty in which he was placed by the 

istrar’s order restraining proceedings, and he had come to 
the conclusion that he could not usefully proceed with ‘the 
case in the face of the order.—His lordship: Leave it here 
iand it will become a remanet.—Mr. Herschell: The case 
s simply stayed.—His lordship: It may remain here with 
the record clerk, and he will take care of it till next summer. 








General Corresponvence. 


Tae Law List. 
[Zo the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] 

Sir—At pages 240 and 1036 in this year’s official Law 
List, under the head or list of “Special Pleaders,” is'to 
be found the name of a gentleman, who thus modestly ad- 
vertises his avocations :—‘‘ He transacts every description 
of law and quvasi-law business in any part of the Buropean 
continent, on agency terms. He undertakes to substan- 
tiate claims and to oppose proofs in any of the Bankruptcy 
Courts of (four countries named) for an inclusive fee of 
three guineas, to effect service of English legal process for 
two guineas, to obtain the naturalization of foreigners in 
England for four guineas, and notarially to translate doeu- 
ments at printed tariff rates. He makes bi-annual jour- 
neys to the principal cities of Europe for the purpose of 
examining witnesses, &c.’”’—Chief Offices (so-and-so). 

How long has the Law List held itself out as open to 
advertise the business of ‘‘ special pleaders” and others 
thus? It seems to me somewhat infra dig. 

April 9. One not a “ Specian PLeaper.” 








Sucieties. 


LAW STUDENTS DEBATING SOCIETY. 

The quarterly meeting of this society was held on the 
6th inst. Mr, William Jolliffe was elected a member of 
the society. The treasurer laid before the meeting a list 
of unpaid fines and subscriptions, and the secretary read 
a atatement in writing of the proceedings of the society 
during the preceding quarter. Mr. Addyman moved that 
the report of the secretary be printed and circulated 
among the members, but at the suggestion of the president 
(Mr. Nicholls) the motion was withdrawn, Mr. Addyman 
giving notice that he should, on the next motion day, move 
that the next annual report of the committee be printed 
and circulated among the members. The question for 
discussion, which was No. 560 Legal—‘‘In the case of a 
policy of insurance on deck cargo, is the warranty of sea- 
worthiness complied with if the ship is able to encounter 
ordinary rough weather only by jettison of her cargo?” 
was decided in the negative by the casting vote of the 


chairman, At the last weekly meeting the following 
nestion was discussed:—‘ Was the withdrawal of the 
adicature Act Amendment Bill by the Government justi- 
fiable?”” The debate was opened by Mr. Swinfen Eady, 
and was continued toa late hour. The speeches were of 
unusual duration, and of a most animated description. 
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Ultimately the question was carried in the affirmative by 
@ majority of three votes. 


ARTICLED CLERKS’ SOCIETY. 


A meeting of this society was held on Wednesday last 
the subject for the evening's debate being :—‘‘ That 
the right of action for breach of promise of marriage 
should be abolished.” The motion was rejected by a 
majority of four. 


BRADFORD LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 


On Monday nizht a meeting of the members of the Brad- 
ford Law Students’ Society was held in the jury-room of 
the West Riding Court-house, for the purpose of hearing an 
i ral address from the president, Mr. W. T. S. Daniel, 
QC., judge of the Bradford and Leeds County Courts. 

Mr. W. H. CroucH (honorary secretary) read a report 
which stated that a meeting of law students was held at the 
Victoria Hotel on the 29th of January last, for the purpose 
of considering the advisability of forming a law students’ 
society. A committee was appointed for the purpose of 
carrying out ccrtain preliminary matters, and the meeting 
adjourned to February 10. At this second meeting 
officers were appointed, and further matters transacted. 
Several meetings were subsequently held, and the society’s 
roll of members continued to increase, until the Bradford 
Law Students’ Society now comprises seventy -four members, 
namely, fifty-three honorary members and twenty-one ordi- 

members, and now has standing to its credit the sum 
of £62 Os. 11d. 

The PresipenT said he read with much pleasure, some 
few months ago, the announcement that the articled clerks 
of Bradford had resolved to form th+mselves into a law 
studests’ society. B:adford had not hither'o had the repu- 
tation of beirg backward in promoting whatever might be 
worthy of the name of progress, but he was tempted to cb. 
serve that hitherto the legal profession in that great centre 
of enterprize and industry had not exhibited those signs of 
accord with the spirit of the age and the requirements of the 
time which might fairly have been expected of it. There 
was no law society in Bradford. If ever there was a time 
when in the interest of the public and suitors the interests 
of the profession required to be guided and guarded by 
cordial union and judicious co-operation, surely it was the 
present. He offered his congratulations to the younger 
members of the profession that they in the outset of their 
@areer recognized the advantage of union and co-operation 
for legitimate piofessional objects. He felt also that he was 
justified in further indulging the hope that the young men 
would receive from the elders of the profession all the en- 
couragement which it was reasonably within their power to 
give, as by becoming honorary members of the society, also 
by occasionally presiding at their meetings, by suggesting 

uestions for discussion, by helping the students with 

ke, and even helping them to form a library of 
reference, consisting of reports and text-books. He was 
not old enough nor stupid enough to forget that he was 
once an articled clerk himself. He then spoke of what the 
position and opportunities of an articled clerk were some 
forty cr filty years ago compared with what they are now, 
and said that articled clerks bad now far more and better 
privileges than were enjoyed by their predecessors at that 
time. The efficiency of the clerk, be said, depended then al- 
most entirely upon himself; while now all were subjected 
to certain compulsory examinations. He here instanced 
the high positions in the profession to which an a:ticled 
clerk could attain, by referring to the high professional 
honours which several distinguished men had attained. 
The first instance he selected was that of Lord Chancellor 
Hardwicke, who was the son of en attorney at Dover in very 
small ice, named Yorke, but being, as Lord Campbell 
described him, a “ cute lad,” he was taken as an articled 
clerk by his father’s London agent, Mr. Salkeld. His 
master socn observed that the Jad was very diligent, and 
had him entered at his own expense at the Inner Temple, 
and after “ punctual exercise of his prandial appetite” for a 
sufficient number of terms, young Yorke obtained the right 
to be called tothe bar. Having reached that goal, he found 
it the high road to rapid professional advancement, and 
struggled on until he at — became Lord Chancellor 
Hardwicke, and held the seal for nearly 20 years with a 
glory that bad n+ ver been surpassed by any succersor, nor 





dimmed by time. It was worthy of remark that some other 
of his (Lord Hardwicke’s) fellow-students reached to high 
honours in the profession, and these were Parker, who after. 
wards became Chief Baron of the Exchequer; Jocelyn, after. 
wards Lord Chancellor of Ireland ; and Strange, who after. 
wards became Sir Thomas Strang, Master of the Rolls, 
The next instance he would refer to was that of Lord 
Chancellor Truro, who was not only an articled clerk, 
but, having qualified himself by study, an attorney and 
solicitor. The only other instance he would mention 
was one that had recently occurred under their own 
observation—the case of Mr. Justice Field, who also wag 
an articled clerk, and, like Lord Chancellor Truro, was ad. 
mitted and practised as an attorney in the City of London, 
and like him left that branch of the profession and wag 
called to the bar. After referring more particularly to 
the duties of law students, and mentioning several books 
which they should study, Mr. Daniel referred to recent 
important changes in the law, and to the object which he 
(Mr. Daniel) had for years regarded as of even greater im- 
portance than the simplification of procedure and practice, 
and the fusion of law and equity in their superior courts— 
he meant the administration of justice in properly consti- 
tuted local courts. There was great distrust in high 
quarters of such local courts, the fear being, to use the 
words of Lord Penzance, that they will lower the 
standard of judicial excellence; in the language of Mr, 
Justice Blackburn, that they will tend to impair the 
efficiency of the great central bar of England, and thus 
destroy the only body of men from which their fature 
judges could be taken In the eloquent language of Lord 
Coleridge, the qualities of cheapness and despatch—the 
ehief attributes of local administration (though of great 
importance to suitors)—appeared to him to be attainable 
only at the risk of incompetence, unchecked arrogance, 
and the suspicion, if not the reality, of corruption—a 
sacrifice of principle too great to be made for efficiency. 
Now, he believed that all these fears, anxieties, and 
suspicions were unfounded, and would be shown to be go 
if a fair trial be given. But in that trial let him 
remind his young friends how much of _ the 
result might and would depend upon them. An 
efficient court, one that was qualified to acquire and 
retain the confidence of suitors and the public, involved 
the combination of three distinct elements, each of which 
was essential to its efficiency, and the absence of any one 
of which impaired its inflaence and usefulness. These 
were—first, a judge, who should be equal to his work, and 
not above it; second, a sufficient staff of competent and 
trustworthy ministerial officers; and third, a bar, the 
members of which should. be characterized by learning, 
ability, independence, and a high sense of honour. The 
last of these was the important element towards which it 
might, and probably would, be the destiny of some of 
them’to contribute. Although the metropolis would ever 
remain the centre of judicial authority and the seat of 
Government, and would ever attach to it the most aspir- 
ing and the greater number of the learned and ablest 
members of the professions, still that admitted superiority 
was not inconsistent with excellence elsewhere. He ho 
the local courts of the West Riding would in time, and 
after the influence of sound legal education and we)l-used 
opportunities of observation and experience, produce the 
results that might be expected from them, be found 
wortby the confidence of suitors, and be valuable adjuncts 
to the euperior courts, supplying to many thousands of 
her Majesty’s subjects that justice which those courts were 
unable to dispense except at a cost which so many thou- 
sands were unable or unwilling to pay. 

Mr. H. SaviLLE proposed a vote of thanks to Mr. Daniel 
for his excellent address. 

Mr. C. J. Vint seconded the motion ; and 

The vote of thanks was accorded amid loud applause. 

Mr. Dani&t, in acknowledging the compliment, said : 
When the Lord Chancellor offered me Circuit No, 11, he 
said, “ Mr. Daniel, you know Bradford is a large district; 
if you wait a few months I shall have a quiet agricaltural 
district in the south of England.” The Lord Chancellor 
did not understand the object I had in view. I said, 
‘* Bradford is my ambition ; it is that which I desire.” It 
was my first love, and I have not forsaken it, When Mr. 
Marshall died Mr. Nicholl, by the direction of the Lord 
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Chancellor, sent a telegram to me to know whether it was 
true that I wished to be transferred to Leeds. I replied, 
“Not to leave Bradford ; but if, retaining Bradford in its 
entirety, I can be of use in Leeds, I shall be happy to con- 
sent to any arrangement which the Lord Chancellor may 
think fit.” It was a‘ puzzle how to do that, and casting 
sbout, looking abroad, and not far off, I fancied that an 
ement could be suggested, novel to be sure, but 
still, with his lordship’s approval, not inappropriate. I 
ventured to suggest, if the services of my worthy colleague 
(Mr. Tindal Atkinson) could be secured for the residue of 
the old Leeds circuit, that he and I could manage Leeds 
between us. So that has been done, and [ hope the result 
will be satisfactory to all parties. 
The proceedings then terminated. 





THE MANCHESTER INCORPORATED LAW 
ASSOCIATION. 


The annual banquet of the Manchester Incorporated Law 
Association was held on Friday evening, April 9, at the 
Albion Hotel. Mr. J. Ponsonby, the president of the as- 
sociation, occupied the chair, and amongst those present 
were the Mayor of Salford (Mr. Alderman Harwood), the 
Chancellor of the Diocese of Manchester (Mr. R. C. Christie), 
the Principal of the Owens College (Professor Greenwood), 
Mr, Thomas Diggles, vice-president; Messrs. J. P. Aston, 
Edwin Almond, James Bond, James Booth, Richard Brown 
Stockport), ‘Thomas Claye, John Cooper, H. Stanley 
Yooper, William Dowling (Bolton), Joseph Ellis, T. L. 
Farrar, James Greenhalgh (Bolton), James Gill, W. H. 
Guest, James Hall, James Heelis, C. H. Hinde, Charles 
Heywood, Frederick Huxley, Charles Kearsley, Alfred Leaf, 
F, J. Marlow, J. W. Mellor (Oldham), J. F. Milne, R. 
Radford, J. Sudlow, P. Watson (Bury), E. R. Walker, 
G. F. Wharton, G. B. Withington, M. Bateson Wood, 
Percy Woolley, and S. Unwin (hon. secretary). 

The CHAIRMAN proposed the usual loyal toasts, which 
were enthusiastically responded to. The toast of the “‘ Army, 
Navy, aud Reserve Forces,’ was responded to by Major 
Kearsley, of the 2nd Manchester Rifle Volunteers. 

Principal GrEENWwoop, of Owens College, in proposing 
“The Manchester Incorporated Law Association,” said he 
thought the value of the advantages society derived from the 
law association and the members of the legal profession were 
small in comparison with the intellectual obligations which 
the law conferred upon the community. He did not hesi- 
tate to say that the very important results they had been 
enabled to attain in the law department of Owens College 


_ would not have been attained if it had not been for the hearty 


sympathy and zealous support which they had received from 
the Manchester Law Association. It was the most earnest 
wish of the college to place upon a permanent footing the 
provisional arrangements which the association had been 
enabled tomake. The late legal professor (Professor Bryce) 
having been compelled to resign, he hoped to be enabled to 
bring to Manchester a man of adequate learning who should 
be a permanent representative of the technical aspects of the 
law. He should ever feel grateful to the lawyers cf Man- 
chester, for, associated as he had been for the last twenty- 
five years with them, in a not inactive history, he could say 
that he and the college owed very much indeed to their 
able services. 

Mr. Dicotxs responded to the toast. 

Mr. R. Raproxp proposed ‘‘ The Health of the Mayors of 
Manchester and Salford.”—The Mayor of Salford (Mr, 
Alderman Harwood) responded. 

Mr. M. B. Woop proposed “The Lord Chancellor and 
the Judges, including the local judges,” which was 


responced to by Mr. Chancellor Christie.—Other toasts 
followed. 
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The Paris correspondent of the Daily News records a 
judgment of the Supreme Coart of France, the Court of 
Cassation, in a revenue case, which involved the sum of 
one penny—ten centimes. The court has decided 
that, by virtue of M. Dufaore’s law of August 21, 1871, 
‘an agent of an insurance company sending in his accounts 
to his principals must put a penny stamp upon the paper. 


Obituary. 


MR. JAMES PEARSON SUTCLIFFE. 


Mr. James Pearson Sutcliffe, solicitor, of Hebden-bridge, 
Yorkshire, died at his residence at that place on the 4th 
inst., at the age of sixty-eight, after a short illness, Mr. 
Sutcliffe was the son of Mr. John Sutcliffe, who for many 
years practised at Hebden-bridge. He was born in 1806, 
and after serving his articles with his father, was admitted 
a solicitor in 1829. From that time till his death he con- 
ducted an extensive practice, first in partnership with his 
father, then with his younger brother, the late Mr. William 
Sutcliffe, who died about ten years ago, and since 1868 
with his nephew, Mr. John Thomas Sutcliffe. The late Mr. 
Sutcliffe was an excellent representative of a type of practi- 
tioner described by Lord Selborne on a recent occasion as 
‘the confidential adviser of every family who had either 
pecuniary business of importance to attend to or difficult 
questions with cther men to solve, or it might be matters even 
more delicate. On such occasions very thankful they were 
to have his wise, horest, dispassionate, and experienced a d- 
vice.” His practice largely consisted of conveyancing and 
family business, and in the important and populous district 
where he resided he enjoyed for close upon half a century 
the warm esteem and confidence of his neighbours of every 
class. He was a strong Conservative, and for many years 
acted as agent for the party in his district, but recently 
resigned the post in favour of his nephew. He was a 
perpetual commissioner for the West Riding of Yorkshire, 
and was clerk to two Turnpike Trusts. 





MR. HERBERT STURMY. 


Mr. Herbert Sturmy, solicitor, of [libernia-chambers, 
London- bridge, one of the oldest legal practitioners in the 
borough of Southwark, died on the 6th inst. at his 
residence, 3, Vanbrugh-terrace, Blackheath, at the age of 
seventy-six. Mr. Sturmy was born iu 1799, was admitted 
a solicitor in 1825, and had ever since practised in South 
wark. Ha was for several years in partnership with Mr. 
Henry Simpson (the present clerk to the Commissioners of 
Taxes for Southwark) and Mr. Walter Stanton Bousfield, 
the firm having also a City office in Philpot-lane; but 
more recently, and until a very late date, he was associated 
with Mr. Alfred Diggles. Mr. Starmy was at different 
times solicitor to the Caledonian Insurance Company, to 
the Emperor Fire and Life Office, and to the Rosherville 
Pier and Gardens Company; and he held the offices 
of clerk to the Borough Market Trustees vestry clerk of 
St. Saviour’s parish, and clerk to the St. Saviour’s Burial 
Board. He was also clerk to the Commissioners of the 
Clink Pavement, which body was superseded by the 
Metropolis Local Management Act of 1855, and after the 
passing of that statute he became clerk to the St. Saviour's 
District Board of Works. Probably few London solicitors 
had a wider experience of parochial law. 





MR. WILLIAM ANTHONY COLLINS, Q.C. 


Mr. William Anthony Collins, Q.C., of East-grove, near 
Tunbridge, and Yoxford, Suffolk, died at Warrior-sqavre, 
St. Leonards, on the 30th ult. Mr. Collins was educa‘ed 
at Christ's College, Cambridge, where he gradnated 
as B.A. in 1824. He became a fellow of bis 
college, and wae called to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in 
Michaelmas Term, 1829. He practised as an equity 
draughtsman and conveyancer, and in 1861 he became a 
Queen's Counsel and a bencher of Lincolu’s-ian. He had 
for several years retired from the active practice of bis 
profession. 








the 


At the recent Denbighshire Quarter Sessions 
chairman congratulated the grand jury on the entire ab ~ 
gence of prisoners. He also informed them that in <i* 
montha’ time the gaol would be clear of all prisoners ex- 
cepting two who had been committed otherwise than 
summarily. He stated that of the prisoners now in gaol 








only four were even imperfectly educated. 
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Appointurents, Ete. 


Mr. Raupn Disrak.i, one of the registrars of the Court 
of Chancery, has been appointed Deputy-Clerk of the 
Parliaments in succession to Sir William Rose. Mr. 
Disraeli is the only surviving brother of the Premier, and 
was appointed a clerk in the office of the registrar of the 
Court of Chancery in 1841. In 1856 he succeeded to the 
office of registrar, which he has held up to the present 
time. The salary of the office of deputy-clerk of Parlia- 
menis is £1,800 a year. 

Mr. Henny Pearson Garss, the present Mayor of Peter- 
borough, has qualified and taken the oaths as a Magistrate 
for the County of Huntingdon. Mr. Gates was admitted a 
solicitor in 1840, and practised for many years at Peter- 
borough in partnership with Mr. Andrew Percival. He 
has retired from private practice, but still holds the offices 
of secretary to the Bishop of Peterborongh, registrar of 
the diocese of Peterborough and archdeaconry of North- 
ampton, chapter clerk, and district registrar of the Court 
of Probate. Mr. Gates qualified asa magistrate for the 
liberty of Peterborough some time since. 

Mr. Gzorcr Lucas, solicitor, of 10, Clifford’s-inn, and 
136, Stoke Newington-road, has been elected Vestry Clerk 
of West Hackney Parish, in the place of the late Mr. 
Thomas Horton. 

Mr. James Marcy, solicitor, of Wellington, Salop, has 
been appointed Clerk to the Wellington Board of Guardians, 
in the place of his father, Mr. George Marcy, who has re- 
signed on account of ill-health, after holding the office 
ever since the formation of the uniou. Mr. James Marcy 
was admitted a solicitor in June, 1874, and is clerk to the 
Rural Sanitary Authority, joint clerk to the Highway 
Board, and superintendent registrar. 

Mr. Cuaries WittiaM Pater, solicitor, of Cambridge, 
has been elected Clerk to the Harston School Board. 


Mr. James PRENDERGAST, barrister, Attorney-Gene- 
ral of New Zealand, has been appointed Chief Justice 
of the Supreme Court of that colony, in the place of Sir 
George Alfred Arney, resigned. Mr. Prendergast is the 
youngest son of the late Mr. Michael Prendergast, Q.C., 
who was recorder of Norwich, and judge of the Sheriff's 
Court of the City of London. He was born in 1826, and 
educated at St. Paul’s School, and Queen’s College, Cam- 
bridge, where he graduated as B.A. in 1849. He was called 
to the bar at the Middle Temple in Michaelmas Term, 
1856, and has been for a long time resident in New Zea- 
land. He has been Attorney-General there since 1868. 

Mr. Bengamin Haptey Sanoers, solicitor, of Broms- 
grove, has been appointed Clerk to the Bromsgrove 
School Board. 

Mr. Frepericx Water, Q.C., of Pidley Manor, Hunt- 
ingdonshire, qualified and took the oaths as a Ma- 
gistrate for the county of Huntingdon, at the late 
Easter quarter sessions. Mr. Waller was called to the 
bar at the Inner Temple in Easter Term, 1848, and be- 
came a Queen’s Counsel in 1873. 

Mr. CHartrs Henry Wittsuire, solicitor, of Great 
Yarmouth, has been elected Clerk to the Yarmouth School 
Board, at asalary of £100 a year. 

Sir George Alfred Arney, knight, Chief Justice of New 
Zealand, has resigned his office after seventeen years of 
judicial service. Sir G. Arney was called to the bar at 
Linco}n’s-inn in Easter Term, 1837, and went the Western 
Cirenit. He was appointed Chief Justice of the Supreme 
Court, and a member of the Executive Council in New 
Zealand in 1858, and was knighted by patevt in 1862.— 
Mr. Justice Henry Barnes Gresson, puisne judge at Can- 
terbury, and Mr. Justice Henry Samuel Chapman, puisne 

ee at Dunedin, have also resigned their seats on the 
neh. 


Sir William Hackett, judge of the Supreme Conrt at 
Penang, has been deputed by the Earl of Carnarvon to 
proceed to Fiji for the purpose of organizing the adminis- 
tration of justice in that colony. Sir W. Hackett was 
called to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in Michaelmas Term, 


— 
a 


practised on the Northern Circuit, and was appoinieg 
Queen’s Advocate at the Gold Coast in 1861; Chief Justicg 
in 1863, and Lieutenant-Governor of the colony in 1994 
He became recorder of Prince of Wales’s Island in 1 
and since the transfer of that island from the Indian 
Government to the Crown he has had the title of judgeof 
the Supreme Court of Penang. He was knighted by patent 
in 1866, and was acting Chief Justice of the Straits Settle. 
ments in 1871. 

It is stated that the office of assistant solicitor to the 
War Office is to be abolished. It is worth £1,000 ‘per 
annum, and is now held by Mr. John Clulow, who wag 
admitted a solicitor in 1856. 

In the House of Commons on Friday (9th inst.) Mr, 
Lefevre asked whether the vacant office of Solicitor to the 
Treasury would be filled up. Mr. Hunt replied that 
temporary arrangement would be made, and he paida 
high tribute to the abilities and usefulness.of the late Mr, 
Bristow. 


At the Cambridgeshire Quarter Sessions last week the 
Earl of Hardwicke was proposed as chairman of the coart 
in the place of his uncle, the Hon. Miliott Thomas Yorke, 
An amendment was proposed that the two present viee- 
chairmen (Messrs. Edward Hicks and Arthur Sperling) be 
requested to continue their services for the present. @n 
a division the votes were found to be equal, and the matter 
was again postponed. 








Cuurts. 


JUDGES’ CHAMBERS. 
(Before HuppLEsTon, J.) 
April 8.—Castro v. Murray. 
Proceedings stayed as being frivolous. 
This was a summons to show cause why the proceedings 
in the above case should not be stayed as frivolous, vexatious, 
and an abuse of the process of law. An action was brought 
by the claimant in the Tichborne case against Mr. Murray, 
he clerk of the Petty Bag Office, for damages for breach of 
his duty in not sealing the writ of error when tendereil to 
him duly stamped for that purpose; and also for a writof 
mandamus calling on him to issue the writ of error now. An 
application was made some months ago to the Attorney- 
General for his fiat for a writ of error in the Tichborne cage, 
He refused to grant it, and it was sought to raise the ques- 
tion as to whether a writ of error was a writ of right or of 
grace by bringing this action. It was contended on behalf 
of the plaintiff that the action was not vexatious, as there 
was no wish on the part of his representatives to press for 
damages if the court should give judgment in his favour, 
the intention being solely to raise an important question of 
law. 
Huppxeston, J., however, held that the action was frivo- 
lous, and an abuse of the process of law, and ruled accord- 
ingly. 








Jndicial dignity is evidently well upheld in ‘Vales, At 
the Carmarthen County Court last week the judge 
(Mr. Terrell) sent the high bailiff of the court to the re- 
porters who were present with an intimation that he 
should expect from them the same marks of respect on his 
taking his seat as he received from the other persons pre- 
sent in court. 


Lord Justice James, in returning thanks for the toast of 
“The Bench and the Bar’’ at the dinner of the King’s Col- 
lege Hospital on Wednesday, said that a great deal had been 
said of late relating to the ultimate court of appeal. 
Whatever shape it might ultimately take, it might safely 
be predicted that it was not to be a maltitudinous gathere 
ing in Hyde-park or a meeting of the ignorant or foolish 
men who might be gathered together in every large town. 
He wished, on behalf of his brethren on the jadicial 
bench, to protest against a new species of intimidation to 
which they were now exposed. ‘ihe judges had ceased.to 
be intimidated by the sovereign, they had ceased tobe 
servile and corrupt, and they were not in the present day 





1851, being previously a member of the Irish bar. He 





to be intimidated by mobs. 
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Parliament and Legislation. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
April 9.—Jvpicature Act. 


‘The Lorp CuancELtor, after referring to the history of 
the Judicature Act and the subsequent Bills up to the 
aithdrawal of the Bill of the present session, said that the 
Government had received a very considerable quantity of 
advice since that time as to the course which they ought 
to;pursue. One course which they might adopt would be 
to allow the Adt of 1873 to come into operation as it stands 
mext November. The objections to that course were 
these :—It would come into operation with those imper- 
fections which it was the object of a large part of the Bill 
introduced during the present session to remove; and it 
would bring into operation a change in our appellate 
system, the effect of which would be to send to one tri- 
bunal the final appeals from England, and to another the 
final appeals from Scotland or Ireland. That was a course 
which the Government declined to take. Another course 
would be to postpone the Act of 1872 for another year. 
Those who recommended this course looked mainly at the 
question of the Ultimate Court of Appeal, and nearly, if 
not altogether, overlooked the great work which the Act 
of 1873 was in other respects intended to accomplish. In 
expectation of its coming into operation there was a com- 
plete want of the necessary arrangements for the develop- 
ment of our system of judicature. Take the case of the 
local registries. Applications had been coming from all 
parts of England during the last two years, asking for the 
appointment of local registrars. Again, take the business 
of the assize courts. He remembered the late Lord 
Derby stating that he had read a representation as to the 
state of things in connection with the assizes in Lan- 
cashire, and he said that he thought a strong case had 
been made in reference to the immense amount of business 
to be done at those assizes and the deficient arrangements 
for its discharge. Lately he (the Lord Chancellor) received 
‘some Lancashire gentlemen who came up to town on the 
same subject and asked that a remedy might be applied. 
He was obliged to say that alubough he entirely sympa- 
thized with their views, yet until the Judicature Act came 
into operation it would be impossible for him to say what 
would be our judicial strength or what conld be done in 
the way of economizing time, and therefore until then it 
was in vain to ask for ary changes. Take the sittings for 
jary trials in London and Middlesex. At the close of the 
sittings at Guildhall last term he believed that not fewer 
than 100 cases remained untried. Uatil the Judicature 
Act had come into operation no effective remedy for such 
state of things could be applied. Then there was the 
unsettled question of the exact boundary to be drawn 
between the jurisdiction of the county courts and the 
superior courts ; and in this respect it was impossible to 
make any change until the Judicature Act was in operation. 
He would add that, the system of law and judicature in 
Ireland being almost the same as the system in England, 
it was proposed to introduce for Ireland a change similar 
to that which the Jadicature Act would effect in this 
country, but it was useless to bring in a Bill for Ireland— 
though one was prepared and ready for introduction— 
until the English Act had come into operation. Turning 
to that portion of the Act which was connected with the 
question of ultimate appeal, he found that with reference 
to the Judicial Committee, for their sittings which com- 
Mence next week the whole number of cases ready for 

hearing amounted toten. The state of legal business in that 

House also was most-satisfactory. At the commencement 

of the session there were standing for hearing twenty-four 

appeals. Before their lordships adjourned for the Haster 
recess, of those twenty-four twenty had been heard and 

-decided. One of the remaining four was now under com. 
— and one hed been heard and disposed of that day. 

ince the commencement of that year nineteen new ap- 
peals had been lodged ; so that their lordships had, in all, to 
dispose of two appeals remaining over since before Easter, 
and nineteen new appeals set down for hearing—twenty. 
One in all. What the Government proposed was for the 
a to detach the more urgent part of the Act of 1873 
that part which was not equally urgent, and to intro- 





duce a Bill to provide for all those amendments in matters: 
of detail which were necessary to be made before the Act 
of 1873 could be brought into operation. He would that 


! night lay such a Bill on the table. He proposed that the 


rules which had been approved by the judges should be 
printed in this Bill. He was not without hopes that if 
Parliament agreed to the Bill both it and the Act of 1873. 
might be in operation before the 1st of November next, 
and it would be a great advantage if the Act could be 
brought into operation before the summer assizes. It was 
proposed that an intermediate court of appeal should be 
constituted, to consist of five ex officio members—the Lord 
Chancellor, the Lord Chief Justice, the Master of the Rolls, 
the Chief Justice of the Common Pleas, and the Chief 
Baron of the Exchequer. These judges could not be ex- 
to sit constantly in the Court of Appeal; but in 
addition to the five ex officio judges there would be five 
ordinary judges—the two Lords Justices, two of the 
salaried members of the Judicial Committee, and one other 
judge, to be appointed in the manner pointed out in the 
Judicature Act. With regard to all decrees and judg- 
ments which lawyers understand by the term “final” 
decrees and judgments, the Court of Appeal should con- 
sist of not fewer than three members. With regard to- 
appeals from interlocutory decrees and judgments there 
must be, at least, two judges present. As to the 
question of final appeal it was proposed to ask Parlia- 
ment to suspend for twelve months the operation 
of the clause of the Act of 1873 which negatived or 
took away the appellate jurisdiction of that House; and 
that during that time appeals should run, as they ran at 
present, from the intermediate courts to that Honse. If 
the question of ultimate appeal were detached from the 
litigation that might arise before any other tribunal, there 
could be estimated almost with exactitude what would be 
the work that that tribunal of ultimate appeal would have 
to perform. During the last four years there had been 
an average of 108 appeals disposed of ‘by the Judicial 
Committee every year. Of those appeals there had been 
18 from the Admiralty Court. It was not unsafe to- 
suppose that when the Admiralty cases went to the inter- 
mediate court of appeal the Admiralty appeals would be 
reduced by ten every year. The result would be that, as 
far as the Judicial Committee was concerned, 98 appeals. 
would have to be disposed of in a year. The average 
number of appeals disposed of in that House in a year was. 
40. Adding these 40 to the 98 appeals disposed of by the 
Jadicial Committee in a year, there would be 138 appeals 
to be disposed of in a final stage. How long would it 
take to dispose of 138 appeals? When Lord Kingsdown 
presided in the Judicial Committee of the Privy Council 
the allowance that used to be made was that, taking the 
rough with the smooth in the course of the year, an appeal 
took a day. Taking the last ten years of the Judicial 
Committee of the Privy Council, the average wasa day 
and a third ; and in that House the average was a day and 
three-fourths. or, the hearing of 98 appeals in the 
Judicial Committee 131 days were required, and for the 
hearing of 40 appeals in that House 70 days were required, 
which made 201 days altogether ; and if you reckoned the 
Judicial Committee as sitting during the year of 33 weeks 
of six days each, you had 198 days, so that the appeals to 
be disposed of as nearly as possible could be disposed of 
by a tribunal sitting as one tribunal in the course of the- 
year. In constituting the court of intermediate appeal 
they proposed that there should be only five ordinary 
judges. They left untouched the four other judges, whose 
services were taken under the Judicature Act of 1873—he 
meant ti» two salaried judges of the Privy Council and 
two additional judges authorized to be appointed under 
that Act. In whatever form the matter might be dealt 
with thereafter, it was, at all events, perfectly obvious 
that Parliament would have even in these materials ample 
strength to dispose of the amount of appellate business 
which he had described.—Lord Sensorne did not think 
the time had come for examining in detail the proposals 
contained in the Bill, but he suggested that the inter- 
mediate court of appeal might be rather too weakly con- 
stituted for the parpoye of working the system embodied 
in the Judicature Act. If there was to be an intermediate 
appeal followed bya final appeal, it was of the utmost 








importance that the intermediate court should be power- 
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fally constituted with respect to the representation of the { that clergymen onght not to be placed on the commission 


principles of equity. But what did he find? The Lord 
Chancellor was to be ex officio a member, bat as all the 
business of the final appeal was to be done in that House the 


of the Rolls, too, he must ordinarily be occupied for the most 
part in his own court. There remained the members of the 
Judicial Committee of the Privy Council. Had they that 
special experience which was afforded by the practice of 
equity? Altogether the court of appeal was weaker as to 
equity than hethoughtdesirable. He took it for granted that 
it was the intention to retain the present system of the 
Judicial Committee and its jurisdiction unaltered. [The 
Lorp CHANcELLOR—That is so.] The jurisdiction of 
the Committee with respect to ecclesiastical cases, there- 
fore, remained. He thoroughly and cordially agreed with 
what had been said as to the evil of prolonging a transi- 
tion state in our judicial system, and he was glad that 
his noble and learned friend had not. encouraged the 
expectation that the Judicature Act could never come into 
Operation.—Lord PENzaNcE regarded the course which 


the Government had taken as beyond all question the | 


best which was open to them under the circumstances. 
He concurred in thinking that the Lord Chancallor would 

do well to reconsider whether the court with which it was 
proposed to begin would be strong enough for the work 
which would come before it. He might add that the ef- 
fect of the decisions would be very mach greater if the 
splitting up of the court of appeal into two or three separ- 
ate sections were uot resorted to —Lord HarHEerLey pro- 
tested against the continuance of the delay in the constita- | 
tion of a court of fiual appeal. There was a difference of 
opinion in the profession as to whether the rales that were 
framed should be incorporated in an Act of Parliament. 

For himself, he thought that by taking that course a 
rigidity that was undesirable would be given to rules which 
experience and the necessities of mankind required should 
from time to time be modified. The noble and learned 
lord on the woolsack said he wished especially in every 
court of appeal to have men of jadicial experience ; bat 

his proposal would hardly secure that object, because it 
would take the three chiefs of the common law courts, 
who in almost every instance were chosen from the law of- 
ficers of the Crown. He differed eutirely, however, from 
the noble and learued lord as to the necessity of previous 
jadicial experienve.—The Lorp CHANCELLOR said that 
when he had referred to the necessity of judicial experi- 
ence he had been speaking of a court not yet constituted— 
a court of final appeal. The noble and learned lord was also 
under a misapprehension as to the rules. The noble and 
learned lord did not seem to be aware that the Act of 1873, 
which was the law of the land at present, had sixty odd 
rules in a schedule, and those rules did not form clauses of 
the Act, bat were called rules of court, which, after the 
passing of the Act, the judges would have power to alter. 


\ 
Lord Chancellor would be there. As regarded the Master | 





‘ 








All that was now proposed was to add to those rales cer- 
tain other rules which it was necessary to make, and to 
put them all into shape in a consolidated form. In other | 
words, the schedule of the Act of 1873 would be repealed, ' 
and be replaced by another schedule, containing the same 
rales with additional ones.—The Bill was then read a first 
time. 


April 12,—Raitway AccomMopatION. 


Lord RepespsLe introduced a Bill to secure further first, 


@econd, and third class accommodation for railway 
travellers. 


April 13.—Justices oy tHe Peace QuaALtI FICATION. 

The Earl of ALBemag.e, in moving the second reading 
of this Bill, said its object was to amend the Act of George 
2, which declared that no person might act as justice of 
the peace who had not land of the annual value of £100 a 
year. If this Bill passed persons with personal property 
amounting to £300 a year would also be eligible for the 
commission of the peace. The date when landed property 
qualification was imposed in connection with the magistracy | 
was 450 years back. At that time it was contemplated | 
to restrict the magistracy to one class, Subsequently, 
by the Act of George 2, in virtue of the tithe-rent 
charge, incumbents were made eligible for the office of 
justice, and thus clergymen became sharers in the offensive 
monopoly. A very general opinion was now entertained 





of the peace, except in localities where laymen of proper 
social status could not be found for the performance of 
magisterial duties ; but from a parliamentary return it 
would appear that the clerical element in the coun 
magistracy spread over the length and breadth of the 
land.—Lord HametoN moved as an amendment that the 
Bill be read a second time that day six months.—EKarl 
Cowrkr, Lord Waveney, and Lord Lytre.ron supported the 
Bill.—The Bishop of PetersorovGsr thought the appoint. 
ment of clergymen to the commission of the peace wag 
not to be desired, but this was not because he thought 
they made worse magistrates than laymen did. He did 
not think it fair of the State totake the clergyman from his 
higher duties, and he felt that there was an obvious 
incongruity between the spiritual functions performed 
by a clergyman on Sunday, and the fining and imprison. 
ing of men in which the clerical magistrate took a part on 
week days.—Tue Lorp CHANCELLOR said he had found 
that the rale with reference to the clergymen was that 
where a Lord Lieutenant recommended a clergyman to be 
appointed to the bench the holder of the Greal Seal 
requested the Lord Lieutenant to consider whether there 
was any layman in the county qualified to be placed on 
the bench, and, unless the Lord Lieutenant said it was 
quite impossible to discover a layman so qualified, the 
holder of the Great Seal declined to appoint a clergyman. 
—The amendment was ultimately withdrawn, and the Bill 
was read a second time. 


PaTENTS FOR INVENTIONS. 
This Bill was read athird time and passed, after certain 
amendments had been made by the Lord Chancellor. 
InDIAN LEGISLATION. 
This Bill was read a second time, 





HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
April 9.—Sir H. James AND THE Paracuay Loan. 


Lord C. J. Hami.ToN, on behalf of Sir L. Palk, asked 
Sir H. James whether he was professionally engaged as 
counsel for the plaintiffs in a case relating to the Paraguay 
Loan in the Court of Exchequer, entitled Cracroft and 
Ohlsen v. Waring Brothers ; and whether, if so, his client's 
bill of costs, which had been paid, dated the 5th of May, 
1874, contained the following items :—Attending Sir 
Henry James with brief, 13s. 4d. ; paid his fee, and clerk's 
thereon, £132 63. ; attending him to appoint consultation, 
with fee, £2 16s. 2d.—Sir H. James said that on the 15th 
of Febraary, 1874, he received a brief in a case for re- 
covering a sum in respect of work and labour done in re- 
spect of the Paraguay Loan. In relation to the second 
question on the paper, it was not likely that he would be 
cognizant of any bill of costs of the gentleman who in- 
stracted him, but it was exceedingly likely that some such 
items did appear in it. He had no communication with 
avy one of any kind or description, direct or indirect, 
either by way of request or influence, on any occasion 
whatever with reference to the notice he gave for a com- 
mittee on foreign loans, 


April 12.—Sir H. James anp THE ForerGn LOANS 
ComMITTEE, 


Sir L, PAvK explained the circumstances under which he 
had put on the paper of the House a second question to Sir 
H. James with reference to the suits in which he had been 
engaged in relation to the Paraguay Loan. He disclaimed 
any desire to cast any imputation on the hon. and learaed 
gentleman, and in asking the questions he had no other in- 
tention than that of ascertaining whether the rules of the 
House had been infringed or not. Although the hon. and 
learned gentleman was perfectly justified in moving for # 
committee in d matter in which he had taken so much in- 
terest, yet it was not fair to try individuals in the House of 
Commons and in the courts of law at the same time. —Sir 
H, James, after quoting a letter stating how the extracts 
from the bill of costs which appeared in the question printed 
in Friday’s daily pap:rs had been obtained, said that with 
regard to the part he had taken in the matter, he had given 
a tull explanation that he had ceased to have any connee- 
tion, directly or indirectly, with any suit relating to these 
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foreign loans, What object could he have in severing him- 
self from prcfessional daties, in giving his attention to the 
consideration of these loans, involving day after day atten- 
dance upon the committee, and affording assistance, as fur 
gs he could, to members. of it ? How could that be beneficial 
tohim in any other sense ?, From, the commencement of 
this investigation it was arranged between himself and the 
member for the Denbigh Boroughs that he should take 
charge of the inquiry relating to Paraguay, and that he 
(Sir H. James) should take no part or share whatever in 
that branch of the subject. 
Axtisans? DWELLINGS. 

The committee on this Bill was resumed. 

On clause 7, Mr. Fawcerr moved the omission of the 
words “sell or let” in line 29, and the substitution of the 
words ‘‘ lease for a period not exceeding nine years,” but 
the motion was withd:awn.—Mr. CAWLEY moved to insert 
in the clause, after the word ‘*scheme” “ except that they 
may lay out, form, pave, sewer, and complete all such 
streets upon the land purchased by them as they may 
think fit, and all streets so laid out and completed shall 
thenceforth be public streets, repairable by the same au- 
thority as other streets in the district.”—-The words were 
inserted.—Sir S. WarERLOW moved, in page 6, lines 6 and 
7, to leave out “ care shall be taken in carrying the scheme 
into effect to,’’ and to insert “ in any grant or lease of any 
part of the area which may be appropriated by the scheme 
for the erection of dwellings for the working classes the 
lotal authority shall impose suitable conditions and re- 
strictions as to the elevation, size, and design of the houses, 
and the extent of the accommodation to be afforded thereby 
and shall.’—The amendment was agreed to.—Mr. Ratu- 
BONE proposed to leave out all the words from “ provision,” 
in line 7, to “‘and,” in line 9, inclusive, the object of the 
amendment being to take away the necessity for the con- 
tinued appropriation of such a number of dwellings for the 
use of the working classes as might have been at first con- 
templated under the scheme.—The amendment was agreed 
to.—Mr. CawLey proposed to add words which would 
compel the local authorities to sell the property within 
five years after they had erected the dwellings.—The 
amendment was agreed to, with the substitution of “ ten 
years ” instead of ‘* five.’—Mr. Cross moved to add at the 
end of the clause the following words :—‘‘ The local au- 
thority may, when they think it expedient so to do, with- 
out themselves acquiring the land, contract with the owner 
of any lard comprised in an improvement scheme for the 
carrying out of the scheme in respect of such land by such 
owner.’ —The motion was agreed to.—After various other 
amendments had been rejected or withdrawn, clause 7, as 
amended, was agreed to. 

On clause 8, Mr. Fawcett moved, in page 6, line 12, the 
omission of the words ‘‘ occupied wholly or partially by 
any person belonging to the working class.”’— .\e amend- 
ment was agreed to, and the clause was ordered to stand 
part of the Bill. 

Oa clause 9, Mr, Cross proposed an amendment to give 
the Metropolitan Board the power of appointing medical 
officers of health.—The amendment was agreed to, and 
the clause, as amended, was ordered to stand part of the 
Bill. 

Clauses 10, 11, and 12 were ordered to stand part of the 
Bill. 

On clause 13, Mr. Ginson moved to amend the clause 
by inserting words to consolidate with the Act the different 
Lands Clauses Acts and the meee (Ireland) Acts,— 
The amendment was agreed to.—Mr, Cross moved the 
following amendment :—‘ Due. regard being had to the 
nature and then condition of the property, and the probable 
duration of the buildings in their existing state, and to the 
state of repair thereof.’—The amendment, with the addi- 
tion of the words, ‘‘and all other circumstances affecting 
such value,” was agreed to. 

Clauses 18 and 14 were agreed to. 


Exptosive Supstances Bixt. 
This Bill passed through committee. 
April 13.—Breacu or PRIVILEGE. 


Mr. C. E. Lewts moved ‘* That the publication in the 
Times and Daily News newspapers on the 9th of April inst, 


Committee on Foreign Loans on the 8th inst. is in each 
case a breach of the privileges of this House.’”-—Mr. Bic- 
GAR seconded the motion.—The motion was agreed to.—. 
Mr. Lewis moved that the printers of the Times and Daily 
News be directed to attend at the bar of the House on Fri- 
day next.—The motions were carried on a division. 


Law oF LiBEL, 

Sir W. Fraser moved “That, in the opinion of this 

House, the law relating to slander requires amendment.” 

He wished to direct attention to the question whether the 

law of libel and slander should not be extended so as to 

protect the memory of the dead. The law on the subject 

was not very clear. No attempt had been made, he be- 

lieved, since 1791, to remedy the wrong done to a dead 

person by indictment.—The AtrorNey-GENERAL was un- 

able togive his assent to theresolution which was proposed. 

The English law had always recognized that there might 

be slander of the memory of the dead as well as of the 

living. In ‘‘ Hawkins’s Pleas of the Crown,” it was laid 

down that a libel was a malicious defamation, tending to 

blacken either the memory of the dead or the reputation 

of the living. That, he believed, represented the real state- 
of the law, and was illustrated by the judgment of Lord 
Kenyon relating to the case of Lord Cowper. Lord Ken- 

yon then stated that such a publication might be made 
fairly and honestly, but whether made sooner or later, if 

it were done with « malignant purpose, and with a view to 
vilify the memory of a deceased person, then it came with- 
in the statute mentioned by Hawkins and was illegal. 
There was nothing in the judgment of Lord Kenyon to in- 
dicate that an indictment would not lie in such a case, and 
the law, he ventured to say, remained the same up to the 
present time.—The motion was withdrawn. 








haw StuYents’ Sournal. 
COUNCIL OF LEGAL EDUCATION. 


Easter Examination, 1875. 


General Examination of Students of the Inns of Court, 
held at Lincoln’s-inn Hall on the 6th, 7th, and 8th of 
April, 1875. 

The Council of Legal Education have awarded to Francis 
Hornby Birley, Samuel Worthington Bromfield, James 
Whiteman Daniell, Samuel Green, Seymour Frederick 
Harris, Joseph Hyacinth Hewetson, John Robert Darlop 
Hill,Joseph Chatto Lamb, Arthur Larcom, Walter 
Monnington, Hugh Neville, Tyrrell Thomas Paine, Richard 
Moon Perkes, Charles Janverin Robin, Henry Alan Scott, Al- 
fred Sington, and Zacariah Twamley, of the Inner Temple ; 
Dé Brajendranith, Edwin Jones, John Reginald 
Stanhope Knott, William Hastings Lawson, William Henry 
Madden, Edmund Desanges Purcell, William Hunter Rod- 
well, and Thomas Goddard Williams, of the Middle Temple; 
Alan Henry Bellingham, William Charles Biss, Alexander 
Carmichael Brace, Alfred Paget Humphry, Henry Tador 
Parnell, William James Smith, Neville Tebbutt, Abbas 
Shumsoodeen Tyabjee, Holwell Hely Hutchinson Walshe, 
James Williams, and Samuel Henry Woodhouse, of 
Lincoln’s-inv, Esqs., certificates that they have satis- 
factorily passed a public examination. 

















In charging the grand jury at the Birmingham Quarter 
Sessions on Monday the recorder (Mr. Adams, Q.C.), after 
referring to the heaviness of the calendar and the preval 
lence of crimes of violence, said he wished to call the at- 
tention of licensing justices to the fact that the great 
cause of all these riotous proceedings was the unlimited 
use of spirituous and intoxicating drinks. Without adopt- 
ing the extreme views of those who would pat down all 
public-honses by legislative enactment—for he was far 
from thinking that people should not take a moderate 
amount of refreshment—he thought it right to call the at- 
tention of the licensing justices to the fact that numerous 
assaults had ocourred in connection with public-houses in 
certain parts of the town. He trasted that when the time 
came they would have the courage to resist the applications 





of the proceedings and evidence taken before the selec 


were allowed to be the resort of thieves and prostitutes. 


for the renewal of licences to the publicans whose houses. 
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PUBLIC COMPANIES, 


GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 


Last Quoragion, April 16, 1875. 
3 per Cent, Consols, 935 annuities, April, ‘85, 9} 
Litto for Accoant, May 4 93§ | Do. (Red Sea T. ) Aug. 1908 
3 per Cent. Reduced, 92§ Ex Bille, ag *4 per Ct.I pm. 
New 3 per Cent., 92 Ditto, £500, Do | pm. 
Do. 34 perCent., Jan, °¥4 Ditto, £100 & £200, 1 pm. 
Do. 24 perCent., Jan. "94 
Do. 5 per Cent., Jan. '78 


Ct. (last half-year), 
Annnities, Jan, tg0— 


Ditte for Account, 


RAILWAY STOCK. 


















































Railways. |Paid.|Closing Price 

tock Bristol and Exeter | 100 113 
Stock Caledonian 100 106§ 
Stock Giasgow and South-Western ............... cccoes| 100 99 
Stock Great Eastern Ordinary Stock scosccsossesser-es| 100 4s$ 
Stock Great Northern ' 100 1373 
Stock) Do., A Stock*...... 100 156 
Stock Great Southern and Western of Ireland ...... 100 107 
Stock Great Western—Original.............s.serecesseeee 100 1 
Stock Lancashire and Yorkshire  .......sccccsscseseeees 100 13 
Stock London, Brighton, and South Coast .. aes 100 102 
Stock’ London, Chatham, and Dover....... 100 26% 
Stock London and North-Western ..... ' 100 147 
Stock| London and Suath Western........... 100 1164 
Stock | Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln , 100 864 
Stock) Metropolitan 100 87 
Stock; Do., District ae | 100 41 
Stock | Midland.........000 ve | 100 141 
Stock |North British | 100 80. 
Stock North Eastern 100 1643 
Srock| Nortn London | 100 li4 
Stock! North Staffordshire ..c.....sscccceeeeveeees | 100 70 
stock|Seuth Devon | 100 56 
Stock! South-Eastern .secervessseennverernessvaseaneesssnes® .| 100 121 








* A receives no dividend a.atil 6 per cent. has been paid to B. 








Money Marker anv City INTELLIGENCE. 


The Bank rate of discount remains at 3} per cent. The 
proportion of reserve to liabilities has increased from 35°66 
last week to 38 24 this week. Business in. the home rail- 
way market has been rather limited, and in the early pact 
of the week considerable depression prevailed. The 
market at the close on Thursday was somewhat firmer. The 
foreign market in the early part of the week was firm, but 
on Thursday there was some reacti C ls closed on 
Thursday 93} to 4 for money, and 93} to for the account. 

The prospectus of the General Expenditure 
Company states that the objects fur which the society is 
established are to collect and utilize the discounts obtain- 
able on all cash transactions ; to found thereon and ex- 
tend a system of assurance whereby every person may 
secure the return of all ready money expended from day to 
day for the various necessaries of life and to enable every 

one, without cost, at any age, to assure his life to any 
amount in any first-class Life Assurance Society selected 
by him and approved by the company. 








ESTATE EXCHANGE REPORT. 


AT THE MART. 
By Messrs. Epwin Fox & BovsFizLp. 
Sussex, uear Newhaven—Meeching Place Farm, containing 
420a. Or. af freehold—sold for £13,950. 
y Mesers. Rusuwortu, Apzortt, & Co. 
Orfort-arest Now 316 and 317, freehold, area 8,000 feet—sold 
or 
Pe a uare—No, 9, Farm-street-mews, term 25 years—sold 
for £ 700. ” i 
Oxford-street—No. 91, — rental of £120 per annum, term 
24 years—sold fur £i,64 
Oxford-street—No. 91, oo 24 years—sold for £2,610. 
No. 92, same street, term nine years—sold for £410. 
By Messrs. Honyz, Eversrizip, & Co. 
Fulham—Nos. . and 6, Church- -street, with ‘the King’s Arms 
public-house, freehold—sold for £3,910. 
os Messrs. WaLLen & CLUNN. 


U pper Thames-street—An i ineome of £500 annum secured 
upon Paul's Wharf, term 71 years—sold for £8,600. 
Eastbourne—The residence Kent Lodge, frechold—sold 


for £4 


Bank of England’ Stock, 5 per 


re aa Harps, VAUGHAN, .. manele 
Ken Beet —The residence Gartley House, 3 acres, 
rina 21 years—sold for £450. : 

New-cross—Nos. 116 and 118, Amersham-road, term 68 yearg 

—sold for £615. 
No. 62, Napier-street, term 69 years—sold for £170. 
By Messrs. Butcuer & BowLer. 
~ ham-road—No, 11, Albert-square, term 68 years—sold for 
ce > “Hepa diaeen 87, Carlton-road, term 75 years—sold for 
L 


Cit <toad—No. 6, Oakeley-crescent, term 67 years—sold for 
520. 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 
D April 1, H milton-t Cambridge-gard 
RA KE—April 4, at amilton-terrace, Cambridge- 
W., the wife of Charles Henry Drake, ‘solicitor, promataraipe 
ofa daughter. 
Humrrey—April 12, at Hegatt hall, Horstead, the wife of 
Sout Harvey Blake Humphrey, J. 1 barrister-at-law, ofa 


Low = SO ril 9, at The Mount, New Brighton, the wife of 
Francis D, Lowndes, prematurely, stillborn. 
MARRIAGES. 

Cooxe—Prossen—April 13, at the Oratory, Brompton, John 

Cooke, Lincoln’s-inn, barrister-at-law, to Janet, daughter of 
Thomas Prosser. 

Pootz—Faco—April 8, at St. James’s Church, Dover, David 
Charles Poole, of the Middle Temple, barrister-atlaw, to 
Julia Augusta Lee, daughter of the late J. W. T. Fagge, 
of Westmere-house, near Canterbury. 

ag ee 13, at Willesden, Edward James Rice, 

Northampton, solicitor, to Catherine Durham Rogers, of 

Hachoden, N.W. 

DEATHS. 


Burton—April 12, James Burton, of Devonshire-road, Balham 

solicitor, aged 92. 

JBroprick—April 12, G. Brodrick, solicitor. 

upGEe— April 12, Joseph Syencer Jud e, of 1, Stanley- 

ger oe, Kenrington-park, W., and 36, Lincoln’ s-inn-fiel 
75. 

Mentos heel 12, at 13, Bolton-row, Thomas Norton, late 

Queen’s Coroner ‘and attorney, and Clerk of the Crown, aged 


SHADWELL—April 9, at Macon, Lancelot Shadwell, barrister- 
at-law, aged 35. 








LONDON GAZETTES. 


Professional Partnerships Dissolved. 
Farpay, April 9, 1875. 

Green, Oliver, and Ashley alexander Julius, ne gg and Solicitors, 
3, Mitre court chambers, Temple, London. April 6 

Webb, George, William Webb, and Thomas Francis Pearson, saner ee 
and Solicit ors, ll, Austinfriars, Old Bruad st, Londd April 7 

Watkin, Thomas Edward, and Frederic Ciift, Attorneys and Svlicitors, 
11, Gray’s inn square, Middlesex. March 25 


Winding up of Joint Stock Companies. 
Faipay, April 9, 1875, 
Lowirep 1n CHANCERY. 
Anglo-Spanish Copper Company, Limiied.—Creditors are required, on 
or before May |, to send their nam<s and addresses, and the particu- 
lars of their debts or claims, to Albert Gerald Beeston, Burnham 
villas, Rich d. Th Muy 6, at 12, is appointed for hearing 
and adjudicating upon the debts and claims. 
Australia Direct Steam Navigation Company, Limited. —Petition for 
winding up, presented April 8, directed to be heard before the M.R. 
on April 17. Aird, Eastcheap, solicitor for the petitioner. 
Leicester:hire and North of England Fire Insurance Company, Limited. 
—The M.R. has fixed April 17, at 12, at his chambers, for the ap- 
pointment of an official liquida: tor. 
Tvuespay, April 13, 1875. 
Limited in Cuancery. 
London and Paris Bankivg Corp ration, Limited.—Creditors are re- 
quired, on or before May 31, tu send oe names and addresses, and 
the particulars of their debts or Gaims, to George Augustus ne Cops 
Old Jewry. Monday, June 7, at 12, is appointed for hearing and ad- 
judicating upon the debts and claims. 
Star of Nevada Silver Mining C mpany, Limited.—Petition for rang 
Up, presented April 7, directed to be heard bef-re V.C, Malins o: 
April 23. Sole and Co, Aldermanbury, solicitors tor the oubiaien. 
West of England Stud Company, Limited.—Petition for maine up, 
presented April 9, directed to be heard before V.C. Malins on April 
23. Walker and Co, Furnivai’s ian, solicitors for the petitioner. 
Friendly Societies Dissolved. 
Fatoay, April 9, 1675. 
Denbigh Friend 3 Beng Star Inn, Denbigh, 
ve Friendly Benefit Buciety, Black Bear Tan 


Togspay, April 13, 1875. 
Hiderty Brothers Friendly Society, Globe lan, Brynmawr, Breeon. 





April 5 
‘ool, Dorset, March 





80. 
Kent, Swanscombe—An enclosure of land, about eight acres, 
with cottages, frechold—sold for £1,600. __, 





A. r Wa'es Ivorites Friend'y Society, Forge Hamner Ion, 
Blaenavon, Monmouth. Ap-ilé 


April 17, 1875,., 
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Creditors med Lg ed in Chancery. 
t . 
wetnae aen 9, tat. 
Bates, John, Brighton, Sussex, — May 6. Altree v Hawe, V.C. 
Brigh mn 


Halil. Clarke and Howlett 
Jn'sing, Peter Herman Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Draper. Muay 12, 
Lockerby v Vardy, V.C. Bacon. Joel, Newcastie-upon-Tyne 
Creditors under 22 & 28 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Faipay, April 9, 1875. 
Ashton, John Swann, Leicester, Retired Chemist, June 24, Berridge 
and Morris, Leicester 
Astman, Charlotte, Gloucester. May 1. Whitcombe and Co 
bragg, Charles, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Draper. May 7. Watson, New- 
castle-upon-Tyne 
Briegs. baad Bradford, York, Painter. May4. Cross and Cox, 
Biadfe: 
Broad, Morris Drew, Rosurrans, Cornwall, Farmer. May 10. Whit- 
ford and Sons, St. Columb 
Catt, John, Maidstone, Kent, Gent. June 5, Tassell and Son, Faver- 


sham 

ook, Thomas, Brighton, Sussex, Statuary. May 8. Sub‘ne, Brighton 

Coppen, George, Dagenham, Essex, Farmer. May 31. Surridge and 
Hunt, Romf rd 

Coppen, Joseph, Dagenham, Essex, Farmer. May 3l. Surridge and 
Hunt, Romford 

pent, Wells Brockway, Poole, Gent. June 1. Wittand Kemp-Welch, 

00: 


ie 

Crook, Matilda, Bailey, Gloucester. May 24. Bonnor 

Dixon, Bernard, Chesterfield, Derby, Provision Dealer, May 10. Gee, 
Chesterfield 

Forster, George, Carlisle, Coal Agent. Mny 1. Donald, Carlisle 

Gaylcr, Ann, Southampton st, Camberwell, May 18. ritch and Fitch, 

nion st, Southwark 

Hognett, William, Onston, Cheshire,Geat, May 4. Davivsand Brook, 
Warrington 

Hodgson, John, Queen’s gate, South Kensington, Esq. May 29. Wil- 
son and Co, Copthall buildings 

Le Blanc, Louis Alfred, Comte de Chatauvillard, Paris. May 11. 
Abrahams and Koffey, Oid Jewry 

Love, Joseph, Durham, Esq. May 13. Marshall, Durham 

Macleod, William, Ben Rhydding, York, Doctor of Medicine, May 
1. Dixon, Edinburgh 

Manning, Catherine, Surbiton, Surrey. May 17. Johnson and Co, 
Aastiu friars 

Mansell, Thomas, Birmingham, Boot Maker. May 15, Tyndall 
and Co, Birmingham 

Masper, Charles Henry, Liverpool, Mariner. May 1. Richardson, 
Bolton-le- Moors 

Olivier, Sarah Elizabeth, Duver, Kent. Junel. Collyer-Bristow and 
Cu, Bedford row 

Pallett, James, Mg pod Thames st, Licensed Victuiller. May 9. Roy 
and Cartwright, Lothbury 

Pelham, Walter Thursby, Leamington, Warwick, Esq. April 28, 
Kendall and Congreve, Union bank chambers, Lincoln’s inn 

Platts, Isaac, Blomfield rd, Shepherd's Bush, Gent, Junel. Free- 
man, Gutter lane, Cheapside 

yg wee Augustus, Westbourne terrace, Esq. Aug 8. Hill and Co, 

t 


on 

Shaw, Thomas, Hurst, Ashton-under-Lyn:, Innkeeper. April 19, 
Smith, Hyde 

Skelton, John, South crescent, Bedford square, Esq. May 12. Piesse 
and Son, Old Jewry chambers 

gay Georgiana, Brighton, Sussex. May 15. Black and Co, 

ighton 

Sondes, Right Hon George John, Lord. Muay 20. Farrer and Co, 
Lincoln's inn fields 

‘Temple, Richard, Nash, Worcester, Esq. June}. Curtler, Worcester 

a Romford, Essex. May 31. Surridge and Hunt, 

om 

‘Twining, Rev James, Little Casterton, Rutland. May 8. Beachcroft 
and Tnompson, King’s rd, Bedford row 

Watson, Joseph, Newcastle-upon- Tyne, Gent. May 7. Watson, New- 
<r Foe ter 

‘Watts, Isabella, Claphamrd. June 15. Snell, George st, Mansion House 

Widdowson, Eiizabeth, Derby. May 15. Flewker and Page, Wolver- 


hampton 
Wiltlams, John Chambers, Upper Paddington, New South Wales, May 
19. Kimber, Lombard st 
Togspay, April 13, 1875. 
Apthorp, East, Tunbridge Weils, Kent, Major General. May 29. Andrew 
and Cheale, Tunbridge Wells 
Ashburner, John, Scales, Lancashire, Yeoman. May 3l. Butler and 
Son, Dalton in Furness 
Barnes, James, Lounston, Devon, Yeoman. May 18. Hooper and 
Michelmore, Newton Abbott, 0 evon 
elthum, Middlssex. May 12, James Barnham, 
Peterborough Farm, King’s rd, Fulham 
» Thomas, és . June 24. Stone and Co, Bath 
Bastin, George, Wootton Bassett, Wilts, Dairymau. May 11, Kinneir 
ana Tombs, Wootton Bassett 
Thomas, Frith st, Soho, Gold Vhain Maker. May 14. Reed. 
and Lovell, Basinghall st 
adley, William, Stuckport, Cheshire, Cotton Spinner. June 2, Smith, 


kport 
Camden, Stephen, Sidney square, Commercial rd east, Gent. June 1 
King, Birchin lane 
7. Mary Tylden, Canterbury, Kent. July 10. Wilson and Co, 


Colston, Mary Ann, Tonbridge, Kent, Shopkeeper, June 1. Stenning, 
Tonbria 


ge 
Constab'e, William John, St James’s rd, Holloway, Drover. May 14 
M ~~ Loge * ee ee Met 2 
ing, Isaac, Rowley Keg! taffurdshire . a . ar- 
Og od orgs Kenai ‘ad pa Sou 
ize tons, South Ke on. 21. Chad th 
pool ieobus 9 ng y b, 





Eranklin, William, Marston Moretains, Bedford, Farmer. May 15 


Green 
Golightly, Caristopher Daggett, East Howdon, Northumberlant, 
Farmer. June i2. Mather and Co, Newcastle on Tyne 
GooJliff. Thomas, Worthing, Sussex, Geut. May 29. Huonybun and 
P Son, hewn 
reenhaigh, William, les, near Bolton, Lancashire, Buider. M 
20. Gerrard, — r : 


Harries, francis, Cruckton Hall, Salon, Esq. June. Potts, Broseley 

Hebditch, John Campbe!l, Stoke under Bamdo., Somerset, Grocer. 
May \1. Nickoletts, South Petherton 

Hind, Thomas, Narborough, Livcester, Gent. Jaly I. Dulton aad 
Salusbury, Leicester 

Horne, Jane, Palace avenue, Kensington. May 8. Tatton, H. rh st, 


Kensington 

Hunt, Ssmuel, Manchester, Pawaobroker. April 30. Norris aad Wood, 
Manch ster 

Innell, Charles Frederick, Gloucester, E:q. May 29. Bretherton, 
Gloucester 

Inskip, Miry, North Staffird. May 5. Gre trex, Scrafford 

een See, Gateshead, Provision Deaier. April27, Swinburne, 

ateshe: 

Lewis, John Barnaby, Weymouth, Dorset. May 20. Sheppard, Robert 
et, Adelphi 

Lonk, Harriott Sophia Skinner, Evelyn place, Deptford. Muy 10, 
Orchard, John st, Bedford row 

Loog, Catherine, Chipping Norton, Oxford. July1, Saunder;, Caip- 


ping Norton 

Miles, Rath Elizabeth, Holywell st, Shoreditch. Aprill0. Watsca, 
Finsbury place south 

Ormerod, George Henry, Lytham, Lancashire, Esq. Ju'y 1. Broome 
and Co, Manchester. Sale and Co, Manchester 

Parker, Thomas Edmondson, Hzaning, York, Geant. June 1. Weddall 
and Parker, Se!by 

Pettit, Wa'ter, Charlotte st, Fitz-oy square, Appraiser. May 3. Watson. 
Southampton buildings, Chancery lane 

Pogson, Thomas Frederick, Horacastie, Lincoln, Butcher. June 1. 
Clitheroe, Horncastle 

Pratt, James, Wootton Bassett, Wilts, Gent. June 1, Mullings and 
Co, Wootton Bassett 

Sheppard, Frederick Sykes, Kingsland rd, Jeweller, June 1. Lewis 
and Watsor, Gracech1 st 

Silk, Robert, sen, Longacre, Coach Builder. May 31. Tippets and Co, 
Great St Thomas Apostle, Queen st 

Smi.h, Dr Edward, Norwich. June!. Coaks, Norwich 

Thorndike, Andrew Snape, Soutuamp:on,,Gent. Juae 24. Sead and 
Co, Romsey 

Thornely, Alfred, Windermere. Westmorland, Gent. Muay 31. 
Thornley and Dismore, Liverpool 

Vallotton, Ann Margaret, Somerset st, Portman square. May 31. 
Reed and Lovel!, Guildhall chambers 

Wa‘ers, George, East Martin, Wilts, Farmer. May 27. Davy and 
Davy, Ringwood 

Wilkes, George, Mile end rd, Chemist. June 1. King, 8irchin lane 

Winstone, Thomas, St Mary’s square, Paddingtoa, Gent. June 1. 
King, Birchin lane 

Woodham, Henry Annesley, Cambridge, Esq. June 1. Crowly ani 
Son, Serjeants’ inn, Flect st 

Bankrupts. 
Fripay, April 9, 1875. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 
Allies, Alfred Edward, Marklane, Tea Merchant. Pet April6. Hazlitt. 
April 20 at 11.30 , 
Allsworth, Ralph Joseph, Bishopsgate st, Barman. Pet April 5. Hazlitt. 
April 21 at! 
Russell, Sir William, Bart, James st, Backiagham gate, General Mor- 
chant. Pet March 3!. Hazlitt. April 1 at 1.30 ’ 
Spiero, M _, Shore rd, South Hackney, Hawking Jeweller. Pet April 
1. Spring-Rice. April 21 at 11.30 

Wilkinson, James Freeling. Oxford gacdens, Lad»roke grove rd, 
Financial Agent. Pet April 6. Hazlitt, April2iatl 

Young, William, Basingha lst, Attorney. Pet April 7. Spring-Rice. 


April 22 at 11 
To Surrender in the Country. 

Browett, Edward Ernest, Coveatry, Silkman. Pet April 5. Kirby, 
Coventry, April 22 at 2 

Chapman, John Wiggett, Seuthwick, Sussex, Baker. Pet April 7. Ever- 
shed. Brighton, May 5 at 11 . 

Crawley, William, Bendish, Herts, Padlican. Pet April 1. Austia. 
Luton, Aprii 19 at 12 

Haynes, Joseph, Birmingham, Retail Brewer, Pet April 5. Chauntler. 
Birmingham, April 20 at 2 ; 

Higgs, John, Lianidloes, Montgomery, Grocer. Pet April 5, Talbot. 
Newtown, April 25 at 12 ‘ 
Miller, Haugh, Bradford, York, Travelling Draper. PetApril6. Robia- 

son. Bradford, April 23 at 9 
Phillipeon, William, Liverpool, Wa:chmaker. Pst April 7. Watson, 
Liverpool, April 21 at 2 
Tuespay, April 13, 1875. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts tu the Registrar. 
To Surrender in Loadon. 
Baum, Godfrey, Regent st, Banker. Pet April 9. Roche. April 29 
atli 


Davey, Thomas James, Fore st, Skirt Manufacturer. Pet April 8. 
Pepys. April23 atil 

Edwards, H A __, Bishopsgate st within, Advertising Agent. Pot 
April8. Roche. April 29 at 12 

Giles, William, Kent st, Southwark, Licensed Victualler, Pet April 10, 
Marray. April 27 at 11 ‘ 

King, Charles Beeden, Dowgate hill, Cannon st, Civil Eagiaeer. Put 
March 2? Haslitt. April 30 at 11 

Leveaux, Isidore, Carlton rd, Maida vale. Pet March 2t, Spring-Rice, 
April 29 at Li 

Morphett, Frederick Wood, Moorgate st, Accountaat. Pot April 12 








Murray. April 27 at 12 
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Parnell, George Thomas, Mark lane. Pet March 2. Haslitt. 
30 at 13.30 


To Sarrender in the Country. 


Akeroyd, John William, Soothill, Dewsbury, York, Woollen Manufac- 
2 


turer, Pet Aprii8. Nelson. 

Blower, Th Sylvester, Liang . Monmouth, Farmer. Pet April 
9. Roberts, Newport, April 30 atli 

Cory, William Henry, Barnes, Surrey, Patent Fuel Manufacturer. 
April6, Wiilonghby. Wandsworth, Apri! 27 at 11 

Crosland, Henrr, 
Jones, jun. Huddersfield, April 29 at 11 


Dewsbury, April 30 at 1 





Hamer, Ashworth, and James Taylor Neden Davies, Manchester, Iron- 


mongers. Pet Apri!8. Kay. Manchester, April 29 at 9.30 

Ince, Joseph, Liverpooi, Boot Manufacturer. Pet April 8. Watson, 
Liverpool, April 26 at 2 

Lavie, T tJ , Colchester, Essex, Officer of 88th Regiment. Pet 
Apri! 9. Barnes. Colehester, April 24 at 12 

McCabe, James, Worksop, Nott ngham, Clother, Pet Aprill0. Wake. 
Sheffield. April 29 at 2 

Mead, Matson William, Wix, Essex, Farmer. Pet Ajril 8. Barnes. 
Colchester, Apri! 24 at 2 

Smith, James, Hollinwood, Lanca<hire, Pawabroker. 
Tweedale. Oldham, April 26at 11 

Spencer, John, Rugby, Warwick, Innkeeper. Pet April 8. Kirby. 
Coventry, April 29 at 2 

Van Gelderen, Jacques Mannel. Middlesborongh, York, Surgeon-Den- 
tist. Pet April6. Archer. Stockton-on-Tees, April 30 at 2.30 

BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Farpay, April 9, 1875. 

Robinson, Joseph Galiffe, Westbourne grove terrace, Bayswater, Captain 

in the Militia. April 8 


Liquidation by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS, 
Frerpay, April 9, 1875. 
Agar, Mary Jane, Manchester, Milliner. April 30 at 11 at offices of 
Garthwaite, Brazennose st, Manchester 
Baker, Joseph, jan, Old Hill, Worcester, P!:umber. 
offices of East. Colmore row, Birmingham 
Barber, Davii, Manchester, Ironmonger. April 23 at 8 at offices of 
Herner, Old Corn Exchange, Hanging Ditch, Manchester 
Barnes, John Spry, Featherstone st, City rd, Stay Manufacturer. April 
27 at 11 at offices of Ramstill, Fenchareh st 
Bartlett, Charles, St George, Gloucester, Grocer. 
offices of Mills, Perry rd, Bristol 
Bennett, Elisha, Bitterne, Hants, Batcher. 
Shatte, Portland st, Southampton 
Betteridge, Edward, Reading, Berks, Grocer. 
Beale and Martin, Lorfdun st. Reading 
Blakemore, Henry, Liverpool, Oakum Manufacturer. April 27 at 2 at 
offices of Wocdbuarn and Co, Harrington st, Liverpool 
Bond. Charles, Alford, Lincoln, Watca Maker. April 20 at 3 at offices 
of Waiker and Co, Alford 
Boyle, George Fraser, Merthyr Tydfil, Glamorgan, Travelling Draper. 
April 16 at 12 at offices of Beddve, Victoria st, Merthyr Tydfil 
Brookes, Thomas, Chester, out of business. April 23 at 3 at offices of 
Cartwright, Pepper at, Chester 
Browne, James, Shrewsbury, Silop, Corn Dealer. April 23 at 11 at 
offices of Morris, Swan hili, Shrewsbury 
Bargharit. Francis, snd Augrstas Krenels, Manchester, Merchants. 
April 33 at 3 at offices of Richardsons and Trevor, Clarence buildings, 
Booth st, Manchester. Rowley and Co, Booth st, Manchester 
Carrell, Hezekiah, Havant, Hants, Builder, Apri! 23 at 4 at offices of 
King, North st, Portsea 
Carter, George, Franche, Worcester, Carpenter. 
of Talbot, Church st, Kidderminster 
Chadaway, Samuei, Birmingham, Furniture Dealer. April 21 at 12 at 
ofSces of Southall and Co, Newhail st, Birmingham 
Cockbarn, George, Ricnmond, Yors, Grocer. April 26 at 1] at offices 
of Webster, Central Hall, Darlington 
Coles, Thomas, Benson, Oxford, Draper. April 29 at 11.30 at offices of 
Mailam, High st, Oxtord 
Cottam, Louis Frederick. Abbey gardens, St John’s wood, Gent. April 
22 at 2 at offices of Campbel!, Cannon st 
Crompton, Robert Andrews, and Hesry Cooke, Manchester, Yarn 
Polishers. April 23 at 3 at offices of Blair, St James’s square, Man- 
chester 
Cuthbertson, John Mitche!l, Tynemouth, Northumberland, Builder. 
April 22 at 2 at offices of Hoyie and Co, Collingwood st, Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne 
Davies, Daniel, Merthyr Tydfil, Glamorgan. Grocer, April 23 at 12 at 
offices of Beddoe, Victoria st, Merthyr Tydfil 
Drake, James, Pyfieia, Eesex, Corn Saiceman. April 26 at 11.30 at the 
Green Dragon Hotel, Bi-hopagate st. Smich, High Ongar 
Ellis, Elizabeth, Liverpool, Dealer in Faucy Goods. April 21 at 3 at 
ofices of Barrel! and Rodway, Lord st, Liverpool 
Ely. Joseph George, Ciare, suffolk, Hotelkeeper. 
OfSces of Cardinal, Sepuichre st, Sadbary 
Ewan, Thomas, Heaning, Applethwaite, Westmorland, Farmer. April 
24 at 3 at offices of Arnold, Highgate, Kendal 
Fisher. Jotn, Batiey, York, Fishmonger. April 22 at 10 at offices of 
Wooler, Exct.ange buildings, Batiey 
Freshney, Charles William, Middiesb h, York, Aucti . April 
21 at i} at offices of Bennison and Co, Gosford st, Middiesborough, 
Dobeon, Midd 
Friedlander, Jacob Jalias, Biowmfield st, London wall, Commission 
Merchant. April 20 at 3 at offices of Goldberg, West st, Moorgate et 
Prost, Charles, Bristol, Coach Builder. April 17 at 11 at offices uf 
Ciiton, Cora #, Grietol 
Giiton, Henry Martyn, Manchester, Merchant. April 23 at 3 at offices 
V Grundy and Kershaw, tooth st, Manchester 
Gotecre, Join, Nottingham, Linen Draper. April 21 at 3 at offices of 
Pareces, Vidon chambers, Wheeler gate, Nottingham 
Grimes, William, Westminster bridge r¢, Lambeth, Tobacconist. April 
22 at 52 at offices of Cotton, Coleman st 
hala, Jaccb, and Anes Uyxm Benoliel, Manchester, Merchants. 


Pet April 8. 


April 19 at 10,15 at 


May 1 at Il at 
April 19 at 3 at offices of 


April 22 at 11 at offices of 


April 26 at 3 at offices 


April 21 at 12 at 





April 


Pet 
uddersfield, York, Stone Merdqhant. Pet April 7. 


Hale, John Henry, Brighton, Sussex, Tailor. May 3 at 3 at Kennan’s 
Hotel, Crown court, Cheapside. Perry, Basinghall st , 
Hall, Thomas, South Eston, York, Hetel Keeper. April 22 at 3 at. 

offices of Hunton and Bolsover, High st, Stocktoa 
Hamill, Edward, Wigan, Lancashire, Provision Dealer. April 22 at 11 
at offices of Rowbottom, King st, Wigan 
Hare, Charles Henry, Aston, near Birmingham, Pianoforte Spring: 
Manufacturer. April 22 at Il at the Acora Hotel, Temple st, 
Birmingham. Greenway, Wolverhampton 
Harris, Henry Edward, Preston, Lancashire, Hosier. April 26 at 2 at 
offices ot Taylor, Wincklev st, Preston 
Hartley, Joseph, Mirfiaid, York, Woollen Manufacturar. April 22 at. 
11 at offices of Rhodes, Duke st, Bradford 
Haswell, Margaret, Newceatle-upon-Tyne, Grocer. April 22 at 3 at 
offices of Elsdon, Rvyal arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Hewitt, James, Manchester, Provision Merchant. April 28 at 3 at offices. 
of Je'licorse and Bates, Market st, Manchester 
Holton, Frederick, Kingston-uoom-Hali, Hosier, April 22 at 3 at 145, 
Cheapside. Mason, Gresham st 
Hyslop, William, Newc:stle-under-Ly:ne, Stafford, Travelling Draper, 
April 23 at 3 at offices if Litchfield; Bagnall st, Newcastlo-under, 
Lyme 
Im Thurn, John Conrad, John Conrad im Tharn, jan, Frederick 
Chsrles im Thurn, and Alexis Bideleux, East India avenue, Loaden- 
hall st, Merchants. Jung ‘6 at 12 at the Cannon st Hotel. Nichol. 
son and Co, Lim: st 
Ivail, Albert, Kingston-upon-Thama3s, Surrev, Dairyman. May 1 at 2. 
at offices of Evans and Eagles, Jon st, Bedford row 
John, Thomas, Liantrissent, Glamorgan, Beerhouse Keep2r. Avril 21 
at 1 at the Post Office chambers, Pontypridd. Rosser, Aberdare 
Johnson, Robert Wallace, Blyth, Northamberland, out of business, 
April 24 at ! at the Royal Hotel, Mosley st, Manchester. Bain bridye,. 
Middlesborough 
Kerslake, John, Birm'ngham, Boot Mannfscturer. April 21 at 1 at: 
offices of Reece and Harris, New st, Birmingham 
Kinder, James Henry, Weston st, Upper Norwood, Boot Maker. April 
22 at 3 at offices of Scott, King st, Cheapside 
Lardner, Edwin, Churchill, Oxford, Biker. April 26 at 1] at offices of 
Saunders, West st, Chipping Norton 
Laurence, John, Norwich, Commercial Traveller. April 21 at 12 at 
offices of Emerson and Sparrow, Rampant Horsa st, Norwich 
Longton, John, and John Baptist Noel Longton, Liveroool, Sh'p 
Brokers. April 23 at 3 at officas of Gibson and Bu.land, Souta Joha 
st, Liverpool. Morris, Liverpool 
Mace, John, North Ormesby, York, Labourer. April 26 at 11 at 
Barker's Temperance Hotel, Midilesborough. Bainbridgs, Middles- 
borough 
ema Donald, Horsham, Sussex, Draper. April 25 at 12 at the 
Guildhall Coffee House, Gresham st. Cotching 
Marshall, Edward, Lentor, Nottingham, Joiner. April 26 at 12 at 
offices of Browne and Son, Wheeler gate, Nottingham 
May, Charles Bower, and Joshua Bulkeley May, Burslem, Stafford. Coat 
Masters, April 26 at 2 at the North Staffordshire Railway Hotel, 
Stoke-upon-Trent. Shaw, Leek 
May, William, Bath, Somerset, Contractor. April 23 at 12 at offices of 
Simmons and Clark, Manvers st, Bath 
Myers, John, Lower Marsh, Lambeth, Clothier. April 16 at 2 at offices 
of Nethersole, New in®, Strand : 
Myers, Morris, Euston rd, Wire Worker, April 19 at 3 at offices of 
Sydney. Leadenhall st <? 
Myers, Moss, London wall, Commission Agent. April 20 at 2 at offices 
of Barnett, New Broad st ‘ 
North, John, Batley, York, Plumber. April 20 at 11 atthe Commercial 
Hotel, Albion st, Leeds. Wooler, Batiey 
Reed, Edward, Holland villas rd, Kensington, Emigration Agent, 
May 5 at 3 at the Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Suaddier, Fissbury 
circus 
Rheexe, John, Shrewsbury, Salop, Corn Dealer. 
of Morris, Swan hil], Shrewsbury : 
+ Scott, Anthony, Bollington, Cheshire, Dyer, April 29 af 3 at offices of 
Cobbett and Co, Brown st. Manchester 
Seaton, Rev Charles Abdiel, Co'tagd grove, Stockwell. 
offices of Murray, Whitehall place 
Shadforth, Francis, West Hart'epool, Dirham, H «tter. 
at offices of Todd, Surtees st, West Hartlepool 
Sherratt, Samue!, and William Sherratt, Congleton, Cheshire, En- 
gineers. April 24 at 11 at the Durham Ox Inn, West st, Congleton. 
Cooper, Congleton 
Siordet, John James, John Louis Siordet, and William Hume Trapp-- 
mann, Mark lane, Merchants. May 5 at J2 at tie Cannon at Hotel. 
Nicholson and Co, Lime st 
Smith, Robert, Preston, Lancashire, Millwright. April 22 at 11 at 
offices of Fryer, Lune st, Preston 
Smith, William, South Stockton, York, Timbar Merchant. April 23 at 
11 at offices of Robinson, Chancery lane, Darlington 
Stafford, Jesse, Mellor, Derby, Bobbin Turner, April 23 at 3 at 26, 
Park st, Stockport 
Stone, Alfred, Clifton, Bristol, out of business, 
of Hobbs, Clare st, Bristol 
Stonier, George, Odd Rode, Cheshire, Miller. April 28 at 3 atthe Lion 
and Swan Hoel, Congleton. Garside, Congleton 
Thompson, William Ramsay, $4lmon’s lane, Limehouse, Draper. April 
22 at 3 at offices of Barron and Co, Old Jawry chambers, Montagu, 
Bucklersbury 
Tyrer, Christopher, Redditch, Worcester, Chair Manufacturer. April 
21 at 11 at offices of Richards, William st, Redditch 
Tytherleigh, William, Upper Weymouth st, Marylebone, Lronworker. 
Apri! 30 at 12 at offices of Deane and Co, South square, Gray's inn 
Waterhouse, Alfred, Manch AY i Agent. April 2@ at 3 at 
Offices of Bale and Co, Booth st, Manchester 
Wilkinson, Thomas, Hexham, Northamberland, Painter, April 22 at 10 
at offices of Redford, Collingwood st, Newcastie-upon-Tyne, Baty, 











April 22 at 11 at offices 


April 23 at 2 at 
April 21 at li 


April 23 at 3 at offices 





Hexham 

Witherington, Richard, Sunderland, Durham, Ironmonger. April 21 at 
12 at offices of Ste+l, Bank buildings, Sunderland 

Wood, John Brearley, Tranmere, Cheshire, out of business, April 17 





April % at 11 at the Clarence Hctel, “pring garden+, Manchester 
Guliitord, Join Waiter, South Wat ker. April 20 at li at 
the Mar Ute), bouthamyon 





y , 


at 12 at offices of Downham, Market st, Birkenhead 
Zepler, Joseph, Birmingham, Jeweller. April 22 at 10.15 at offices of 
Hast, Colmere row, Birmingham 
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a house eee pucaheinn 
Tuxspay, April 13, 1875. 
, William Leighton, Monkwearmouth, Ale Merchant. April 
93 at 3 at offiees of Hupe, Norfolk st, Sunderland 
Anderson, John Soulsby, Threadneedle st, Merchant. April 21 at 12 
at offices of Saunders and Co, Carey st, Lincolao’s inn 
Barker, John, Oldham, Larcashire, Innkeeper. April 23 at 3 at offices 
of Buckley and Clegg, Cleg: st, Oldham 
Barker, Robert Umpieby, Bradford, York, Painter. April 23 at 11 at 
offices of Terry and Robinson, Market st, Bradford 
Barns, Frederick Adolphus, Waterlso rd, Tobacconist. May 6 at 3 at 
offices of Stokes, Chancery Jane 
Barrett, James, Cardiff, Boot Maker. Apri! 27 at 11 at offices of Morgan, 
High st, Cardiff 
Bassett, Francis, jun, Truro, Cornwa!l, Butcher. April 24 at 11 at 
offices of Carlyon and Paull, Quay st, Truro : 
Blackburn, John, East Ferry, Lincoln, Farmer, May 1 at 11 at offices 
of Page, jan, Lincoln 
Bond, Rev George, Sutton, Norfolk. April 27 at 11 at offices of Tillett 
and Co, St Andrew’s st, ‘Norwich 
Bradley, Benjamin, Fulham rd, Builder. April 27 at 3 at 16, Borough 
fligh st, Southwark. Harris 
y, James, Guiseley, York, Cloth Manufacturer. April 27 at 3 at 
offices of Turner, East parade, Leeds 
Brown, Andrew, jun, Stockton, Durham, Ironfounder. April 27 at 3 
at the Qneen’s Hotel, Z-tland rd, Middlesborough. Hunton and 
Bolsover, Stockton-on-Tees 
Brown, James, Spennymoor, Durham, Wa'ch Maker. April 27 at 11 at 
30, Fore Bondgate, Bishop Auckland. Maw, jun, Bishop Auckland 
Bulmer, Jehn Webster, Filey, York, Fish Merchant. April 23 at 3 at 
offices of Richardson, Filey 
Carpenter, Edmund, Oxford, Grocer. April 29 at 11 at the White Hart 
Inn, Bicester. Berridge, B:cester 
Coles, Richard Fenning, Northumberland st, Strand, out of busiress. 
as at 2 at offices of Lovering, Gresham st. Lee, Gresham 
nildings 
Crawley, Young, jun, John Campbell rd, Stoke Newington, out of busi- 
wy April 28 at 2 at offices of Harman, Walbrook. Turner, Leaden- 
st 
Crowton, William, Aston, Warwick, Butcher. April 22 at 11 at offices 
of Arsinder, Union st, Birmingham 
Catter, William Douglas, Jarrow, Durham, Grocer, April 21 at 2 at 
offices of Joel, Newgate st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Davies, James Taylor Neden, Manchester, Wholesale Ironmonger. May 
3 at 3 at offices of Richardson, Kennedy st, Manchester 
Dawes, George Robert, Kingsland rd, Cheesemooger. April 22 at 3 at 
Offices of Geaussent, New Broad st 
Eady, Samue!, O'd, Northampton, Farmer. April 23 at 3 at offices of 
Markhatn, Geildhall rd, Northampton. Ashdown, Northampton 
Eccleston, Jumes, Liverpool, Car Proprietor. April 27 at 11.30 at offices 
of Goodere, Cheapside, Dale st, Liverpool 
England, Joseph, Middlesbcrough, York, Tailor. April 24 at 12 at 
offices of Dobson, Gosford st, Midd!esborough 
Faller, Bernhard, Goole, York, Jeweller. April 27 at 3 at offices of 
Hind, Bank’s terrace, Goole 
Feek, James, High st, Marylebone, Pork Butcher. April 27 at 4 at 
9, King Eaward st, Newgate st. Miles 
Francis, Edward Oram, Castle Cary, Somerset, Builder. April 22 at 
1,30 at the White Lion Hotel, Broad st, Bristol. Watts, Yeovil 
Gibbon, Watson, Gateshead, Durham, Fish Dealer. April 22 at 1 at 
offices of Bush, St Nicholas buildings, New-astle-upon-Tyne 
Goss, Charles, Bl , M h, Boot Maker. April 27 at 11 at 
offices of Watkins, Pontypool 
Grayson, Alfred, Leeds, Potato Merchant. April 26 at 2 at offices of 
Simpson and Burrell, Albion st, Leeds 
Guedaila. Jacob, and Moses Hyam Benoliel, Manchester, Merchants. 
April 29 at 2 at offices of Sampson, South King st, Manchester 
Hall, James, Southend, Essex, Pork Butcher. April 27 at2 at the 
London Tavern, Southend. Wood and Son, Rochford 
Hamerton, Gilbert Holden Orme, Bristol, Engineer. April 26 at 2 at 
offices of Hancock and Co, Guildhall, Broad st, Bristol. Osborne 


and Co 

Hardy, Robert, Bolton, Lancashire, out of business. April 26 at 11 at 
offices of Dowling, Wood et, Bolton 

Hargreaves, John, Bradford, York, Coal Merchant. April 19 at 11 at 
offices of Rhodes, Duke st, Bradtord 

Hart, Joseph, Plymouth, Devon, General Dealer. April 27 at 12 at the 
Cannon st Hotel. Square, Piymouth 

Herbert, George Selwyn, Ferdinand st, Kentish town, Draper. April 
23 at 3 at offices of Wethertield, Gresham buildings 

Jenkins, William, Llanelly, Carmarthen, Builder. April 30 at 2 at the 
Guildhal!, Carmarthen. Howell, Llanelly 

Jenkinson, James, Oldham, Lancashire, Commission Agent. April 28 
at 3 at offices of Leigh, Brown st, Manchester 

Jones, John Norris, Manchester, Confectioner. April 28 at 3 at offices 
of Addleshaw and Warburton, King st, Manchester 

Jones, John Vaughan, Swansea, Glamorgan, Grocer, April 24 at 3 at 
offices of Davies and Hartland, Rutland st, Swansea 

Jones, Mary Ann, Cooper’s row, Crutched friars, Carman. May 5 at 3 
at offices of Stokes, Chancery lane 

donee, Richard, Talybont, Carnarvon, Draper. April 26 at 2 at the 

unty Court Office, Bangor, Foulkes, Bangor 

Jones, Kicturd, Cloudesley rd, Barnsbury, Greengrocer, April 28 at 
11 at offices of Hunter, London wal), Fulcher, London wall 

Kempson, James, Shillington, Bedford, Miller. April 26 at 2 at the 
White Hart Hotel, Shefford. Stimson, Bedford 

Kvell, Adoiphus, Church row, Wandsworth, Grocer, April 26at 2 at 
offices of Tilley and Co, Finsbury place south 

Lee, Benjamin, Otley, York, Grocer, April 28 at 3 at offices of Fawcett 
and Malcolm, Park row, Leeda 

Leigh, John, Beswick, near Manchester, Butcher. April 29 at 3 at 
Ottices ot Leigh, Brown st, Manchester 

Lester, Cutbering Martha, and Charles William Collard, Liverpool, 
Coopers. April 26 at 3 at offices of Gibson and Bolland, South John st, 





Marsh, Alfred, Newport, Monmouth, Provision Merchant. April 26 at 
1 at the King’s Head Hote!, Newport. Cathcart and Vaughan, 


Newport 
Mason, William, Manchester, Boot Dealer. April 26 at 3 at offices of 
Bent, Piccadilly, Manchester 
Mills, Henry, Brougham rd. Brace End Cutter. May 5 at 3 at offices 
of Holloway, Ball’s Pond rd, Islington. Fenton, Albion terrace, 
Kingslend 
Morgan, John, Ebbw Vale, Monmonth, Nail Maker, April 26 at 3 at 
the Queen’s Hotel, Baneswell, Newport. Harris, Tredegar 
Morris, Joseph, Dunnings alley, Bishopsgate st without, Cabinet 
Maker. April 22 at 4 at offices of Palmer, Charles square 
Morrison, Charles, Gateshead, Durham, Ironmonger. May 3 at 12 at 
offices of Woolston, Hill’s st, Gateshead 
Munro, James, Frome, Somerset, Photographer. April 23 at 12 at offices 
of Ames, Cheap st, Frome 
Mutter, Joshua, Maindee, Monmouth, Boot Maker. April 22 at 12 at 
Offices of Buckiand, bristol chambers, Nicholas st, Bristol. 
Neast, Robert, Bilston, Stafford, Baker. April 24 at 3 at offices of 
Bowen, Monnt Pleasant, Bilston 
Nott, George, Earl st, Edgware rd, Cheesemonger. April 28 at 3 at 
offices of Lovering. Gresham st. Reynolds, Furnival’s inn 
Old, Sidney Frederick Charles, and John Richard Down, S " 
Glamorgan, Shipowners. April 26 at 3 at the Bell Hotel, Gloucester. 
Glascodine, Swansea 
Parnell, James, Wo!verha mpton, Stafford, Chemist. April 24 at 11 at 
offices of Barrow, Queen st, Wolverhampton 
Pountney, Alfred'Edward, and David Turner, Wolverhampton, Stafford, 
Auctioneers. April 29 at 2 at offices of Coleman and Coleman, Col- 
more row, Birmingham 
Pr eece, William, Bridgewater, Somerset, Ruilder. April 23 at 3 at 
offices of Chapman, King square, Bridge water 
Quelch, George, Tavistock crescent, Westbourne park, Saddler. April 
20 at 10 at the Albert Hotel, Cornwall rd, Kersington park. Brown, 
Lancaster rd, Notting bill 
Rose, William, Kincham, Oxford, out of business, April 24 at 11 at 
offices of Kilby and Cr, West st, Chipping Norton 
Shephard, George, sheffield,General Dealer. April 24 at !1 at officas of 
Porrett, Queen st, Sheffield 
Simon, Maximilian, Torquay, Devon. Wine Merchant. April 24 at 12 
at offices of Tayleur and Lindop, Fleet +t, Torquay 
Sitgreaves, Ellen, Ulverston, Lancashire, Draper. April 27 at 3 at the 
Temperance Hall, Ulverston. Poole, Ulverston 
Slocombe, Thomas Matravis, Bleadney, Somerset, Miller. April 22 at 
11 at the Grand Hotel, Broad st, Bristol. Bulleid, Glastonbury 
Smith, James, Brighouse, York, Tailor. April 19 at 10.30 at the White 
Lion Hotel, Halifax. Barber, Brighouse 
Stackari, Stepher, Aston, nr Birmingham, Wine Merchan'’a Engineer - 
April 28 at 12 at offices of Griffin, Bennett's bill, Birmingham 
Stamp, John Hutchinson, Goole, York, Shipwright.- April 26 at 3 at 
offices of Hind, Bank’s terrace, Goole 
Stephenson, James William, Kingston-upon-Hall, Masie Seller. April 
23 at 2 at the Law Institu'ion, Chancery lane. Rvllit and Sons 
Steward, James, Batley, York, Fishmonger. April 27 at 11.30 at offces 
of Wooler, Exchange buildings, Batley 
Stene, Elijah, Saltburn-by-the-Sea, Draper. April 26 at 5 at Barker’s 
— Hotel, Bridge st west, Middlesborough. Wilkes, Dar- 
ington 
Thomas, Thomas, Llanelly, Carmarthen, Coal Merchant. April 30 at 
10.30 at the Guildhall, Carmarthen, Howell, Lianelly 
Torgood, James, Totton, Southampton, Builder, A pri! 26 at 3 at offices 
of Edmonds and Davies, High st, Southampton. Coxweil, Lymington 
Tyler, James, Chipping Ongar, Essex, Corn Merchant. April 29 at 12.30 
at offices of Blyth, Chelmsford 
Underwood, Richard, Spencer st, Clerkenwell, Watch Maker. April 21 
at 3 at offices of Tnwaites, Ba-inghall st. Parke, Coleman st 
Walford, Edward, Ferdinand st, Chalk Farm rd, Tobacconist, April 27 
at 2 at offices of Ager, Barnard’s ino, Holborn. Roberts, [Thanet 


lace 
Webb, Francis Albert, Cheltenh Gl » Butcher. April 26 at 
10 at offices of Marshall, Ess-x place, Rodney terrace, Cheltenham 
Worsam, Robert, Bedford, Innkeeper. May 5 at li at the Clarence 
Hotel, Bedford. Mitchell, Bedford 
Wyeth, Thomas, Hazley Heath, Hampshire, Farmer. April 26 at 3 at 
offices of Sturt, Ironmonger lane 


UNERAL REFORM.— The exorbitant items 
of the Undertaker’s bill have long operated as an oppressive tax 
upon all classes of the community. With a view of applying a remedy 
to this serious evil the LONDON NECROPOLIS COMPANY, whea 
vpening their extensive cemetery at Woking, held themselves prepared 
to undertake the whole duties relating to interments at fixed and 
moderate scales of charge, from which survivors may choose according 
to their means and the requirements of the case. The Company also 
undertakes the conduct of Funerals to other cemeteries, and to all parts 
of the United Kingdom. A pamphlet containing full particclars may 
be obtained, or will be forwarded, upon application to the Chiet Odice, 3 
Lancaster-place Strand, W.C. 


EDE AND SON, 


ROBE Sat MAKERS. 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 


To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the Judicial Bench, 
Corporation of London, &e. 


SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS. 




















BARRISTERS’ AND QUBEN’S COUNSEL'S DITTO, 


Liverpool, ‘ 
© Ellloct, York’ Livory Stable Keeper. April 29 at 11! CORPORATION ROBES, UNIVERSITY & CLERGY GOWNS, BC 


Lovegrove, George Elliott, York, 

at offices of Culvert, Lendal, York 

Mansbridge, Thomas, Whitecroas st, Licensed Victualler, April 20 at 3 
at ottices of Hudgell, Gresham at, Gray, Gresham st 
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EHOLD GROUND RENT of £16 per annum, 

well secured on four Small Houses in Tooley-street. Reversion 

in 40 years. Price £325. Land alone worth. 
Mr. Scates, First Floor, 38, Moorgate-street, Bank. 


MALL COLLIERY for SALE a 8. Wales 
\) at present nearly paying working costs. Royalty very low. 
213 acres. Close to Railway. £10,000 would purchase and place in 
paying position. Present proprietors would mot object to retain an 
interest.—For full particulars apply to Harver, J onpan, & Co., Mining 
Engineers and Agents, Accountants, &c., 30, Moorgate-street, London, 
E.C. 








‘4/1 ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON & FARMER'S 
LIST of ESTATES and HOUSES to be SOLD or LET, includirg 
Landed Estates, Town and Country Residences, Hunting and Shooting 
Quarters, Farms, Ground Rents, Rent Charges, House Property and 
Investments generally, is published on the first day of each month, 
and may be obtained, free of charge, at their offices, 80, Cheapside, E.C., 
or will be sent by post in return for two stamps.—Particulars for inser- 
tion should be received not later than four days previous tothe end 
of the preceding month. 





To Solicitors, Barristers, and Others.—Sets of Chambers in Gray’s-inn. 


ESSRS. MURRELL, SCOBELL, & MASTER. 
MAN will SELL by AUCTION, at the MART, Tokenhouse- 
yard, on FRIDAY, APRIL 30, at TWO o'clock pcnctually, in Lots, 
FOUR SETS OF CHAMBERS, in 6, Raymond-buildings, togetber pro- 
ducing £233 per annum, and held from the Society of Gray’s-inn on 
lease, renewabie according to custom at rents and outgoings amount- 
ing to about £72 per annum. 
Particulars and conditions of sale may be had of 
Messrs. MAPLES, TEESDALE, & CO., Solicitors, 6, Frederick’s- 
place, Old Jewry; 
at the Mart, Tekenhouse-yard, and of the Auctioneers, 1, Walbrook, 
City. 


The Companies Acts, 1862 & 1867. 


Every reauisite under the above Acts supplied on the shortest notice 











The BOOKS and FORMS kept in stock for immediate use. 
MEMORANDA and ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION speedily printed 
in the proper form for registration and distribution. SHARE CER- 
TIFICATES, DEBENTURES, &c., engraved and printed. OFFICIAL 
SEALS designed and execated. No charge for sketches, Corm- 
panies Fee Stamps. Railway Registration Forms. 


Solicitors’ Account Books, 


RICHARD FLINT & CQO. 
(Late ASH & FLINT), 


Biationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, &c., 49, Fleete 
street, London. E.C. (corner of Serieants’-inn) 
Annual and other Returns Stamped and Filed. 


OOD PAPER.—Messrs. HOOPER & SON can 

I supply the cheaper sorts, but they call especial attention to, and 
strongly recommend, their old-fashioned hand-made papers, warranted 
to be manufactured from pure white rags only. The prices are for 
36-lined Brief, 25s. per ream ; plain foolscap, cut or uncut edges, 25s, 





per ream ; foolscap, ruled for Brief or Abstract, 268. per ream ; fools- ' 


cap, roled feint, and margin, either three or four sides, 27s. 64. per 
ream ; foolscap, ruled for Bills of Costs, three or four sides, 278. 6d 
perream. Samples forwarded on application.—69, Ladgate-hill, E. C. 





ATENT LIGHTNING INK DESTROYER, is 

manufactured for the use of Merchants, Lawyers, and Book- 
keepers. to be used instead of a knife, in order to rectifya mistake or 
clean out a blot, without any injary to the printer’s ink, saving time, 
and leaving the paper or parchment as good to write upon as before 
the mistake was made.—Price ls. per bottle, Sold by stationers.— 
Perut & Co, 27, Red Lion-square, and, { 


the money.—Apply to © 








AW UNION FIRE and LIFE INSURANCE 
J COMPANY. Chief Office—126, Chancery-lane, London, W,¢ 
The Funds in hand and Capital subseribed amount to £1,400,000 
sterling. 
Chairman—James Cuppon, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, Goldsmith’s-build. 
Sonate rine. (Len, Fenterten, @ Reeves), 
-Chairman—C. PEMBERTON, ‘ on. 
aided Solicitor, 44, Lincoln’s- nn-fields, - 
Every description of Fire and Life Insurance business transacted. 
The Directors iavite attention to the new form of Life Policy, which 
is free from all conditions. 
The Company advances Money on Mortgage of Life Interest and 
Reversions, whether absolute or contingent. 
tuses, Copies of the Directors’ Report, and Annual Balance 
Sheet, and every information, sent post free, on application to 
FRANK M‘GEDY, Actuary and Secretary, 


EVERSIONS AND LIFE INTERESTS, 


THESE PROPERTIES ARE PURSHASED, OR LOANS 
GRANTED UPON THE SECURITY OF THEM, 


BY 
THE SCOTTISH EQUITABLE (MUTUAL) 
LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY. 
Head Office—26, ST. ANDREW-SQUARE, EDINBURGH. 
London Office—69, KING WILLIAM-STREET, E.C. 
Manager—T. B, SPRAGUE, Esq., M.A. 


Solicitors in London.—Messrs. BURTON, YEATES, & HART, 
37, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 


Income, £277,700. Assets, £2,104,000, 


Every description of Life Insurancebusiness transacted. 
The usual Commission allowed to Solicitors. 


NOVEREIGN LIFE OFFICE, 
48, ST. JAMES’S-STREET, LONDON, S.W. 











Directors. 
Chairman—Sir James CaRMICHAEL, Bart. 
Deputy-Chairman—Joan Asusogner, Esq., M.D. 

Lieutenant-Colonel BaTaurst. Cuantes WILL. Rexnotps, Esq. 
Joun Garviner, Esq. Sir J, E. Eanpuer-W 1LMor, Bart. 

This Office makes ADVANCES on Real, and, to a limited extent, on 
Personal Security ; it presents the following advantages : — 

The Security of a large Accumulated Fund. 

Moderate rates for all ages, climates, and circumstances connected 


with Life Assurauce. 
HENRY D. DAVENPORT, Secretary. 


O-OPERATIVE CREDIT BANK, 
MANSION HOUSE CHAMBERS, 
12, QUEEN VICTORIA STREET, E.C. 


First Issue of Capital: £500,000 in subscriptions of £10 and upwards, 
Interest in lieu of dividend 18 per cent. per annum, paid monthly, 
Current accounts opened, and 5 percent. interest allowed on the 
Minimum Monthly Balances, 

CHEQUE BOOKS SUPPLIED. 

The Bank transacts every description of sound financiz1 business, 
For particulars apply to R. B. OAKLEY, Manager. 


HE AGRA BANK (LIMITED) 
Established in 1833.—Capital, £1,000,000. 

HEAD OFFICE—NICHOLAS-LANE, LOMBARD-STREET, LONDON 
Baancues in Edinburgh, Calcutta, Bombay, Madras, Kurrachee, Agrs 
Lahore, Shanghai, Hong Kong. 

Current Accounts are kept at the Head Office on the terms cus 


tomary with London bankers, and interest allowed when the credit 
balance doesnot fall below £100. 

Deposits received for fixed periods on the following terms, viz.:- 
At5 cent, per annum, subject to 12 months’ notice of withdrawal 
For shorter periods deposits will be received on terms to be agreed upon 
Bitts issued at the current exchange of the day on any of the Branches 
of the Bank free of extra charge; and approved bills purchased or sent 














A BB,’ B, 26 5, STRAND.— 

Dinners (from the joist) vegetables, &e., ls. 64,, or with Soup 
or Fish, 28. and 2s.6d. “IfI desire a substantial dinner off the joint, 
with the agreeabie scoop aiment of light wine, both cheap an 
good, I know only of sue House, and that is in the Strand, close to Danes 
Jan. There you may wash down the roast beef of old England with 
excellent Burgundy, at two shillings @ bottle, or you may be supplied 
with half a bottle for a shilling.”—Ali the Year Round, June, 18, 1664, 


page. 
The new Hall lately added is one of the handsomest dining-rooms in 
London. Dinners (from the joint), vegetables, &c., is. 64, 


TOOPING HABITS, ROUND SHOULDERS, 
PIGEON CHESTS, and other Deformities, are ented and 
cured by wearing Dr. CHANDLER'S IMPROVED HYGIENIC CHEST 
EXVANDING BRACE, for both Sexes of all ages. It strengthens the 
voce and longs, relieves indigestion, pains in the chest and back, and is 
eopecially recommended to children tor assteting the growth. promoti 
health and sya of figure, superseding the use of braces an 
stays. Price from 10s. 6d. each.—69, Berners-street, Oxford-street 
W. Ulustrated circulars torwarded. 








| 


. 


for 
Sates amp Puacsaste effected in British and foreign securities, in 
East India Stock and loans, and the safe custody of the same undertaken 
Interest drawn, and army, navy, and civil pay and pensions realised. 
Every other description of banking business and moncy ageney 
British and Indian, transacted. J, THOMSON, Chairman. 





YATES & ALEXANDER, 
PRINTERS, LITHOGRAPHERS, STATIONERS, 


ETC. 
SYMONDS INN, 22, CHANCERY-LANE, 
LONDON, 


Ewery description of Frtiee, 


Chancery Bills and Answers jatalogues 
Appeals Pr 
Parliamentary Minutes Magazines 
Books Newspapers 
Pamphiets Ofreulars 

te Posters 
Rules Handbilis, &c., &e. 








ESE ko eR ae OTe B. 





